


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. _ [Vol. §9.] 295 








Feb. 27. 1915. 
=—— 


| 








PERFECTED SYSTEM 


LIFE 
ASSURANCE. 


IDEAL POLICY 


to provide for Death Duties. 











Maximum 


Insurance 


The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1887.) 
LONDON. FEBRUARY 27, tors 





ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 
£1 68.; by Post, £1 8s.; Foreign, £1 10s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 








*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer. 





GENERAL HEADINGS, 


CURRENT TOPiIcs.. eecetseserensene 205 | LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL ........ 
TH® WAR BY SEA... sie a LEGAL News coabonesene 
Estate DuTY ON APPOINTED SUMS... 299 | OURT PAPERS.. ococecevecees 
REVIEWS .. 300 | WINDING-UP NOTICES ......00ceeeeees 
CORRESPONDENCE .......-........2c.. 800 | CREDITORS’ NOTIORS ........0.00s000+0 
SOCTETING 2.0000 sc ccccecccccccccsccccce 906 | BARKRUPTOY NOTIONS ....c0cccscosess 


COPED cc cccccesccccccccccescescs SOUS 





Cases Reported thi. ‘Veck 


A Company, No. 0,022 of 1915, Ke, and Re AC magn 
No. 0,023 of 1915 F pisevsessbabéstbanneul 
Edwards and Others v, Perry rand Others 





at 
Minimum 
Cost 


is given under the Perfected 
' Maximum Table. 


Full particulars on application to 


LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836, 


Total Assets £10,600,000. 
Income, 1914 £1,396,000, 





LOANS. 


These are granted in large or small amounts on 
ersionary Interests of all kinds and other approved 
ties, and transactions will be completed with a 


minimum of delay. 


} Heap Orricz: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON, E.C. 


Fuller, Re. Arnold v. Chan/ler nae seebihieatiiinatdes 
Guaranty Trust Company of New Y ork \ v. Hannay & Co.. 
H. W. Chatterton v. City of London Brewery Co. (Lim.).. 
In the Estate of Jacob Schiff (Deceased) ; 

Morris v. Phileox......... .. 
Price v. Westminster Bry mbo C vy) val ‘and Cc oke Co. 
The Hailsham Cattle Market Co, v, Tolman ..,.,..,..... 





Current Topics. 


Birmingham Solicitors in H.M. Forces. 
We are glad to notice that the annual report of the Birming- 


ham Law Society, extracts from which we print else where, gives 


like the Liverpool Law Society’ 8 a aig (ante, 


} 


in an appendix, 
rks who are 











p. 123), the names of solicitors and articled cle 
| se rving in His Majesty’s Forces. This contains the names of 

eighty-one solicitors and thirty-five articled clerks. Colonel 
| Ernest Martrneav resigned his office of Lord Mayor of Birming- 
| ham to join the Forces; Lieutenant-Colonel Pearson is a member 
| of the committee of the society and chairman of the Board of 

Legal Studies; and the other officers of the same rank are Lieut.- 
| Col, Hersert Taytor and Lieut.-Col. T. F. Waternovse, both of 
| Wolverhampton. 


Trial by Court-Martial. 

THe Defence of the Realm Amendment Bill, which has been 
introduced in the House of Commons by the Attorney-General 
and read a second time, falls considerably short of the relief 
azainst the liability to trial by court-martial which was proposed 
by Lord Parmoor’s Bill. That Bill was intended to do away 
with trial by court-martial under the Defence of the Realm Con- 
solidation Act of any person, not subject to military law, for any 
fence punishable by the law of England. Thus it would have 
got rid of the court-martial provisions which were passed 
hurriedly as part of the Defence of the Realm Act last August, 
and which, in spite of influential prote st in the House of Lords, 
were repeated, and extended to capita] punishment, by the Con- 
solidation Act last Nove mber ; : and it woul ld he ive re stored trial by 
the ordinary criminal courts for all persons, British or alien. 
The Bill of the Attorney-General is confined to British subjects, 
and even as to fhem it does not abolish the liability to trial by 
court-martial; it merely gives the right to claim, within four 
days, a trial by a civil court with a jury instead of trial by 
| court-martial. The Attorney-General admits that the emer- 
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gency provisions of last August are not required, and we should 
have been glad to see a greater readiness to restore to the civil 
courts their full competence. No doubt courts-martial may be 
efficient, and we believe that elaborate precautions are taken to 
secure the regularity of their procedure. In this connection it 
is interesting to note that Lord Atverstons in his recent “ Recol- 
lections of Bar and Bench ” says, with reference to his visit to 
South Africa in 1902 as a member of the Commission to inquire 
into the martial law sentences passed during the South African 
War :—*“ We were glad to find that, speaking generally, the 
decisions, though given in many instances by quite young officers, 
proceeded on the right lines, and there were very few cases of 
mistake due to ignorance of law.” But while crediting military 
officers with general efficiency, it is foreign to English notions to 
admit them as judges of civilians; and, as we have before 
pointed out, the only justification for this is that the regular 
courts are precluded by violence from sitting. The Bill contains 
power to suspend by Proclamation its operation in the event of 
invasion or other special emergency, and considering this pro- 
vision, the rest of the Bill might well have been drafted more 
liberally in favour of British and alien civilians residing in this 
country. 


Emergency Powers and Winding-up Petitions. 

One or the points in which the draftsman of the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, omitted to make his meaning 
tear was the application of that measure to winding-up petitions. 
Under section 1 (1) (a) no person may “ proceed to execution on, 
or otherwise to the enforcement of,” a judgment for payment of a 
sum of money to which the sub-section applies except after appli- 
cation to the court. In Re World of Golf (Limited) (ante, p. 7) 
Nevittz, J., held that a winding-up was not an execution within 
the meaning of this provision, but it does not appear how he 
dealt with the words “or otherwise to the enforcement of.” 
These have been considered by Asrsurr, J. (ante, p. 269), and by 
the Court of Appeal (reported elsewhere) in Re A Company, and 
with different results. The term “execution” imports the 
enforcement of a judgment by one of the established legal pro- 
cesses, such as elegit and fi. fa. ; and the phrase “ otherwise to the 
enforcement of ” points at some process which, while not execu- 
tion in the technical sense, has a similar effect. This naturally 
suggests equitable execution, or that process which a court of 
equity supplies for cases where, owing to some impediment, 
such as an outstanding legal estate, the legal process is not 
available (Anglo-Italian Bank v. Davies, 9 C. D., p. 290; 
Morgan v. Hart, 1914, 2 K. B. 183). The most familiar form 
of such exeoution—though it is rather equitable relief than 
execution (Re Shephard, 43 Ch. D., p. 135)—is the appointment 
of a receiver; but the phrase has been used generally for any 
form of getting a debt satisfied by the medium of the court. 
Thus a winding-up order has been treated as in fact equitable 
execution, because a creditor is entitled ex debito justitia to 
obtain payment as far as possible in this way (Re Chapel House 
Colliery Company, 24 Ch. D. 259; Re Crigglestone Coal Com- 
pany, 1906, 2 Ch. 327). And these authorities weighed 
with Astaurr, J., in coming to the conclusion in the present 
case that a winding-up order was a means of otherwise enforcing 
the judgment. But a winding-up order is not obtainable only by 
a judgment creditor; moreover, it is not for the benefit of the 
petitioner only, but of all the creditors. And the Court of 
Appeal, in reversing the decision of Astaury, J., have restricted 
the provision to cases where a judgment creditor is taking pro- 
ceedings as such, and where the proceedings are for his own sole 
benefit. 
application under the Act is required. 


Emergency Powers and Bankruptcy. 


Ir 1s a little singular that, while the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act makes no provision with regard to winding-up, it 


has a sub-section dealing expressly with the case of bankruptey. 


A winding-up petition is not of this nature, and no 


to process against the shareholders. As regards bankruptey, 
this is not treated as a means of enforcing a judgment, and no 
leave is required before a bankruptcy petition is presented. This 
was recently decided in Re Silber (ante, p. 271). But by 
section 1 (3) it is provided that where a petition has been pre- 
sented, and the debtor proves to the satisfaction of the Bank- 
ruptcy Court that his inability to pay his debts is due to circum. 
stances attributable directly or indirectly to the war, the court 
may in its absolute discretion stay the proceedings for such time 
and subject fo such conditions as it thinks fit. 


The German Reply to the United States. 

WE GIVE a summary elsewhere of the development so far of 
legal questions relating to the war at sea,.but in continuation 
of our former notes, it may be convenient to summarize here the 
replies to the United States Notes to Great Britain and Germany 
to which we referred last week. The full text of the German 
reply is printed in the 7imes of the 19th inst. It commences by 
asserting that Germany has till now “scrupulously observed 
valid international rules regarding naval warfare,” including the 
provisions of the Declaration of London, and has obeyed these 
rules “even when they were diametrically opposed to her military 
interests ”; while “in contradistinction to this attitude England 
has not even hesitated at the serious infringement of 
international law, if by such means she could paralyze the 
peaceful commerce of Germany with neutrals.” This, it is 
alleged, has been done “in order to cut off all supplies from 
Germany, and thereby starve her peaceful civil population, a 
rocedure contrary to all humanity.” As an example of 
ermany’s own correctness of attitude, it is stated that she has 
allowed the transport of provisions to — from Denmark 
up to date, though she was well able by her sea forces to 
prevent it. She blames neutrals for not taking eg to —— 
interference with their own traffic to Germany, the United 
States in icular for not stopping the trade in arms with the 
Allies. Therefore she claims the right to answer Great Britain's 
“murderous method of naval warfare with sharp counter 
measures ” ; and such measures are the declaraticn of a war zone 
round the British Isles, and the intimation that belligerent 
shipping in this area will be destroyed by mines and torpedoes, 
oe that neutral shipping must take the risk of incurring the 
same fate. Any efforts of the German Government to avoid 
injury to neutral shipping are, it is said, rendered difficult by 
the misuse by British ships of neutral flags, and by the con- 
traband trade in war material. The omission of the duty to 
visit and search a suspected ship is excused by the pretext that, 
if it is a disguised British ship, an attack may be expected and 
the search party and the submarine itself would be exposed to 
destruction. Aven unless a submarine can sink any vessel 
at sight, the British Government is in a position, by the 
misdse of neutral flags, to make the German measures 
illusory. Germany claims that her measures are necessary, and 
that she is fighting for the freedom of the seas ; but she suggests 
that the United States can protect its own ships by means of 
convoys. 


Great Britain’s Replies to the United States, 


Great BrirAin bas sent two replies to the United States, 
both dated the 19th inst., and printed in the Times of the 20th 
inst. One deals with the seizure of the grain cargo of 
Wilhelmina, the other with the use of the American flag by 7 
Lusitania. The former justifies the seizure on the ground, no¥ 
well understood, that the German Government, by its decree 
of 25th January, in effect assumed eontrol of all grain and flour as 
from 3lst January. This raised a question whether the carg® 
which was conditional contraband, had become liable to seizure 


as being cargo destined for the use of the German Government ; 
and that question, as well as the effect of the later decree 

February 6th repealing the earlier decree as regards importet 
grain and flour, awaits decision in the Prize Court. But this 
was not the only ground for seizing the cargo of The Wilhelmina. 
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o doubt the reason is that bankruptey presses immediately 
upon some individual ; winding-up does not result in any process 
against individuals until the liquidator requires to enforee the 
payment of a call, and then, of course, the statute would apply 


The German Government have treated every town or port 08 
the English east coast as a fortified place and base of operation; 
have subjected them to bombardment ; and have seized 

vessels with cargoes destined for them on the ground thet they 
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euried conditional contraband, which must have been| The Licensing of Kinematograph Exhibitions. 
intended for the English forces; and the Dutch vessel 


Tue DivistonaL Court, in the exercise of its powers to 


The Maria, on voyage with a cargo of grain from California to} control the administration of public affairs by corporations, 


Dublin and Belfast, was sunk in September last by The 


local authorities, and subordinate courts, is essentially a court 


Karlsruhe, without gy age than the presumption afforded | of review and not a court of appeal. Its business is not to 


by such destination that 


é cargo was intended for the armed | re-try j hich come before it but ly , in w 
aed Gia theeiencenteshent ‘The Geuman fleveramech re-try issues which coe before it but merely to ascertain whether 


sys Sir Epwarp Grey, cannot have it both ways. If 
Scarborough and Whitby are fortified towns and naval bases, 
a fortiori is Hamburg to which The Wilhelmina was bound ; and 


subordinate authorities have acted in accordance with their 
ublic duty in the decisions they have given. Whenever, there- 
ore, an application is made for a prerogative writ, whether 
mandamus, prohibition, or certiorari, against some judicial or 


her cargo is on this ground under a presumption of being | administrative body whose decision is questioned by the appli- 


destined for the German forces, and therefore contraband. Sir 


cants, the business of the Divisional Court is merely to decide: 


EpwarD GREY repeats, however, that Grest Britain has not so (1) whether the act complained of is inéra vires of the authority ; 


far declared foodstuffs to be absolute contraband. It has not 


“interfered with any neutral vessels on account of their carry 


ing foodstuffs, except on the basis of such foodstuffs being liable 


to capture if destined for the enemy’s forces or Governments. 


In so acting it has been guided by the general principle, of 


late universally upheld by civilized nations, and observed in 


(2) whether the authority has a judicial or a merely administra- 
tive discretion to exercise in the matter; and (3) whether it has 
in fact acted bona fide and without bias or reference to 
extraneous considerations in the course it has taken. These 
propositions are a fair inference from the well-known cases of 
Sharp v. Wakefield (1891, A.C. 173) and Regina v. Bowman (1898, 


practice, that the civil populations of countries at war are not} 1 Q. B. 663); and they are the foundation of tho decision 


to be exposed to the treatment rightly reserved for combatants.” 
This distinction the German Government has ignored—a state- 
ment which Sir EpwarRD GREY amply supports by reference to Bel- 
jum and the occupied parts of France, by the initial sowing by 
Germa ny of mines upon the high seas, and by her new policy of 
declaring a war zonein which all shipping alike is liable to 
instant destruction. In view of these circumstances (reat 
Britain expects that neutrals will not challenge any interference 
with German trade which may be taken by way of reprisal, 
whether by declaring foodstuffs absolute contraband or other- 
wise. The Note as to the use of neutral flags maintains the 
legality of such practice—a practice of which the United States 
has availed itself in the past—and points out that it can cause no 
harm to neutral shipping except on the footing that Germany 
ignores international law, and sinks ships indiscriminately without 
aeertaining their nationality and cargoes by visit and searcb, 
ad without providing for the safety of their crews and papers. 


The German Defence. 


It Is unnecessary to make detailed comment on these Notes. 

Ii Great Britain had, in fact, in the first instance, attempted to 
tut off all neutral food supplies to Germany, that country would 
have had legitimate ground for complaint ; and if the closing of 
the North Sea in November had had the effect of preventing 
neutral shipping getting to Germany, the action of Great 
would, we take it, have been open to ‘question. This 

tems to be the one point in the British case on which specific 
«planation might usefully be given. We have the statement 
of Germany that her supplies for the civil population have been 
in fact interfered with, and presumably this refers to the 
thsing of the North Sea. On the other hand, we have Sir 
ARD GREY'S statement that no interference with supplies 

for the civil population has taken place, and we have the fact 
that the United States has made no protest against the closing 
ofthe North Sea. It may be move therefore, that the main 
mason by which Germany justifies ber recent action has no basis 
of truth. This apart, her charges have no substance. The 
duty of the United States, in regard to the export of war 
material, was very clearly explained by Mr. Bryan recently 
(tute, p. 228). To prohibit it would deprive Great Britain 
af the advantage due to her command of the sea, and would be 
‘breach of neutrality. The United States has gone as far as it 
tan under existing international law by preventing the sale of 
rines to belligerents. But while Germany’s charges against 

t Britain of breaches of the law fall to the und, her 
Wn conduct cannot be described as other than criminal ; and 
kt practice of attacking merchant shipping is on the same 
vel as the outrages in Belgium. Perhaps the oddest perversion 
the German reasoning is the plea that submarines cannot 
ifford to follow the universally established practice of visit and 
ch because it may them to destruction. It: seenis 
obvious that a warship which has not the necessary means for 
orcing the right.of has no business to-attempt it.: A 


just arrived at by the Divisional Court in the case of Rex v. 
London County Council, Ex parte London, dc., Electric Theatres 
(Times, 23rd inst.). Here the applicants had obtained a rule nisi 
directing the London County Council, as Kinematograph 
Licensing Authority for London, to shew cause why a mandamus 
should not issue directing them to hear and determine favour- 
ably an application of the company for an issue to it of a 
kinematograph licence. The County Council had refused to 
grant the licence because three out of six directors of the appli- 
cant company were Germans, and so were the bulk of its share- 
holders. This decision the court held to be (1) intra vires of 
the Council, because it has jurisdiction to consider whether the 
grant is generally for the public interest, and not merely whether 
the public safety has been adequately provided for in respect of 
the building (Bermondsey Bioscope case, 27 T. L. R. 141); (2) 
a matter on which the Council has an adminstrative and not merely 
a judicial discretion, so that it can entertain extra-judical 
considerations provided it acts bona fide (Sharp v. Wakefield); and 
(3) a matter in respect of which the Council had in fact adjudicated 
bona fide, since the question as to the nationality of the directors 
and shareholders is a proper one in connection with the grant 
of public licences. The rule nisi was therefore discharged 
by the court, although the Lord Chief Justice took care to say 
that, had the Divisional Court been acting as a court of first 
instance and not a court of review, it might have taken a 
different view of the merits. And, of course, the whole policy of 
the London County Council in regard to the alien enemy question 
—in particular its interference with the employment of alien 
enemies—is very much open to question. 


Imputations upon Character. 


THAT 1T may be libellous to call a man a German, or to 
write language implying that he is one, or that the goods he sells 
are German, is the result arrived at in two recent cases, one 
before Mr. Justice Darina and a special jury on Monday 
(Times, 28rd inst.), and the other in a motion for an injune- 
tion which came before Mr. Justice SARGANT last week. In 
the one case the allegation that a man is a German, in the other 
that his goods are German, viewed in the light of surrounding 
circumstances and of present public opinion, was regarded as 
calculated to bring him into‘hatred, ridicule, or convempt with the 
public at large; and, therefore, the imputation is libellous, 
whether or not one takes the view that Germans ure an especially 
unworthy class of human beings. The real merits of the class in 
which the pereon libelled is placed are irrelevant to the issue ; the 
only question is the view which public opinion is likely to form of 
any individual so libelled. Ths classical illustration, of course, 
is the well-known story told by Lord Chancellor CAMPBELL, in 
& passage we have not for the moment succeeded in verifying, 
of the respectable gentleman who entered the village inn, was 


called ““ Jack Ketch ” (the name of the executioner of.that date) 
by“some- busy body, arid; on the erronous supposition that he was 





t ship is perfectly justified in resisting, subject only to 
lability to confiscation if e resistance is meron Sewer . 






in fact that functionary (who was expected to arrive the same day 
for the“ purpose of executing next morning 4 local murderer for 
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whom public sympathy exist-d), was grievously maltreated by 
the mob. In an action for slander alleging special damage, he 
was met by the defence that there was no defamation in calling 
anyone the public hangman, since in our modern civilisation that 
officer is a public functionary as necessary and useful as the 
Lord Chief Justice himself. The court, however, refused to 
consider the merits or demerits in the abstract of the public 
hangman ; they refused also to consider the merits in particular 
of Jack Ketch ; it was enough to entitle the plaintiff to succeed 
that in fact the hangman was odious toa section of the populace, 
and that the imputation had caused special danger to the 
plaintiff. 


The Pillory. 

THE DIARY of an English barrister informs us that in 1812 
he walked to the Old Bailey to see D. T. Eaton (the publisher 
of free theological works) in the pillory. The mob, it 1s stated, 
was not numerous and was decidedly friendly to Eaton. Four 
years afterwards the Act 56 Geo. 3, c. 138, recited rather 
sententiously that the punishment of the pillory had, in many 
cases, been found inexpedient and not fully to answer the 
purpose for which it was intended, and judgments that any 
persons convicted of offences do stand in or upon the pillory 
were abolished, except in the case of perjury or subornation of 
perjury. But the pillory was not finally got rid of until 1837, 
when it was brought to an end by an Act contained in a few 
lines. The object of the punishment of the pillory, or “stretch- 
neck” as it is called in ancient statutes, was the exposure of 
the culprit to contempt and derision and to the public knowledge 
as a base and infamous person ; but the machine upon which he 
was exposed was constructed in some measure for the bodily 
distress as well as the shame of the sufferer. ‘There were, more- 
over, other traces of antiquity in the punishments tolerated in 
the early part of last century, and the author of the diary to 
which we have referred mentions that in 1822, on the road to 
Margate, the most remarkable object was a group of gibbets 
with the fragments of skeletons hanging on them. We have 
retained the punishment of death, though it is not often inflicted, 
but the exposure of dead bodies on gibbets is wholly inconceivable 
at the present day. 








The War by Sea. 


UNFORTUNATELY the cruelty and suffering and loss of the war 
goes on without intermission both on land and at sea, but we have 
arrived at a stage when the developments of the war at sea have 
become specially interesting and important in respect to inter- 
national law. It has been supposed that war, if still justified 
at all, was justifiable only as acontest between States by means of 
their armed ftorces—a contest in the course of which the civilian 
population were entitled to be protected from violence and 
plunder. There was, indeed, always the possibility that this 
principle might give way to military necessity ; but it was recog- 
nized that the amelioration of the practices of war, which had 
accompanied the progress of civilization, set bounds even to the 
excesses of military necessity. The present war, however, has 
changed all this, and the German military authorities have freel 
employed murder, plunder and destruction to attain their wl 
The rules of war have gone, and have been replaced on that 
side by both regulated and unregulated ferocity and licence. 
But we only refer to this now for the light it throws on the 
conduct by Germany of the war by sea. 

In maritime war it is easier than in land war to distinguish 
between civilians and combatants. Maritime war is, in appear- 
ance at least, less advanced than land war, because the private 
property of belligerents is not immune from seizure. But apart 
from this it is, and usually has been, conducted with greater 
humanity. The right of search is well-established, and it enables 
belligerent rights to be asserted without loses of life. The 
captain of a merchantman, whether belligerent or neutral, obeys 
an order to stop as a matter of course. Resistance would 
futile, and he is not expected to attempt it. If the ship is 
belligerent, the captor, according to British law and practice, 





takes her into port to be pronounced upon by a prize court; 
according to the practice of countries which do not rejoice in the 
possession of ports all over the world, it is destroyed, but the 
safety of the crew and the ship’s papers must first be provided 
for. If she is neutral and is not engaged in running a blockade, 
the only question is whether she carries contraband, and this 
involves careful search of her cargo. If she carries it, then, as 
in the case of a belligerent ship—and indeed, @ fortiorihe 
must be brought into port for adjudication ; but even here, the 
practice of some Continental nations sanctions destruction, though, 
of course, only upon the terms just stated ; the safety of the crew 
and the ship's papers must be assured. 

The law of maritime war thus rests mainly on the right to 
capture belligerent private pruperty, on the right to capture con. 
traband, and on the right to prevent blockade-running. In the 
present war no question has arisen as to the right to capture 
private property. It is admitted by all the belligerent nations, 
and indeed by all maritime Jaw. It would be premature to 
consider what view will be taken of it after the war. We are 
inclined to think that attempts to rehabilitate laws of war will be 
treated as futile, and the sane part of the civilised world will 
insist on the forces of all nations being reduced to the position 
of constituent parts of an international police. Certainly it 
may be hoped that the termination of the present war will not 
leave us all preparing for the next. 

As to contraband, the present war has raised questions of 
great importance, mainly between this country and the United 
States, and these are not yet finally disposed of. Great Britain 
has enlarged and changed from time to time the lists of absolute 
and conditional eontraband, but this has been with a view to 
meeting the developments of science in regard to warfare. She 
has not hitherto placed foodstuffs and clothing in the list of abso- 
lute contraband, and they have been free for import into German 
ports in neutral ships provided they are destined for the civil 
population. But Great Britain has restored for conditional con- 
traband the doctrine of continuous voyages, which was intended 
to be abolished—though only for such contraband—by the Decla- 
ration of London, and has varied its published rules as to proof of 
destination. It was this doctrine of continuous voyage which 
caused the trouble over the United States oil steamers— 7/iv JohnD, 
Rockefeller and others—last October. They were going to neutral 
ports, but the cargo was under suspicion of having an ulteriat 
German destination. The detention of neutral ships by Great 
Britain on suspicion, and taking them into port for search, wasone 
of the chief complaints made in the United States Note of 28th 
December, and was met by Sir Epwarp GReEy’s interim reply of 
11th January, and final reply of 18th February, by arguments based 
upoy the known facts of supplies to Germany through neutral ports, 
and on the circumstances of modern shipping. The United States 
at the end of October made an attempt to avoid detention by 
forbidding the publication of manifests till thirty days from 
sailing, but this only aggravated the difficulty. Afterwards 
efforts were made to attain the same end, first by certificates of 
British consular officials, and then, of United States customs 
officials ; but we have not noticed that these have fructified. The 
United States has not taken formal objection to the British lists 
of contraband, but the question of foodstuffs has recently become 
acute owing to the action of Germany in assuming Governmental 
control of all corn and flour. This apparently had the effect of 
abolishing for the purpose of such foodstuffs the distinction 
between the civil population and the military forces, and making 
them in effect absolute contraband. This point will presumably 
be settled when the cargo of The Wilhelmina comes before the 
Prize Court, unless it is disposed of by the diplomat 
negotiations said to be now proceeding. It should also be 
noticed that the German Government is said to have revoked by 
a later decree the former decree as to imported foodstuffs. 

Then as to blockade, it is possible that a blockade of German 
ports, or of the whole German coast, may be declared; but 
this bas not yet been done, and that is why neutral ships are 
still free to sail to German ports provided they do not carry 
contcaband. It seems; however, that the submarine and 
mine have rendered blockade obsolete and have substi 
strategic areas. “The blockade,” wrote the Naval Correspom 
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dent of the Zimes on 12th December, “as it was known in past 
times has been rendered obsolete by the mine and the torpedo. 
We no longer declare a blockade forbidding any vessel to pass 
a defined zone indicated by the presence ot a biockading squad- 
ron, but we announce that all ships entering a certain area of 
water do so at their peril. The mines do the rest.” This may be 
so from the point of view of the naval expert, but legally the 
satement requires some justification. It is not only the mines, 
but the submarines which do the rest, and it is necessary to ascer- 
tain why the closing of certain areas in the North Sea and Irish 
Sea by Great Britain is right, and why the so-called blockade of 
the British Isles by Germany is wrong. 

We start with the fact that Germany at the end of October 
“gattered mines indiscriminately in the open sea on the main 
trade route from America to Liverpool via the North of Ireland ” 
(British Admiralty statement, Zimes, November 3rd). As an 
answer the Admiralty gave notice that the whole of the North 
fea was to be considered a military area, and within that area 
merchant and fishing craft of all kinds would be exposed to 
danger from mines ; but a way was provided for “ ships of all 
countries wishing to trade to and from Norway, the Baltic, Den- 
park, and Holland,” whether inward or outward bound, by the 
English Channel. This did not include facilities for neutral 
ships trading to German ports, and we should have thought that 
neutrals were entitled to protest against the omission. Holland 
did protest against the closing of the North Sea, but it was not 
setived in the United States Note of 28th December. Accord- 
ing to the former practice neutral ships, in the absence of 
blockade, only incurred danger if they entered into, or found 
themselves in, the actual area of a naval battle ; but before this 
war it had been seen that the principle of strategic or military 
areas might have to be adopted as a measure of protection 
against modern forms of attack. Since the closing of the North 
Sea Germany has replied, first by attacking and sinking British 
merchantmen without the precautions against peril to life required 
by international law—as to this there is no question of its 
being a breach of law—and then by declaring that after the 
18th inst. all the waters around Great Britain would be a 
military area, and that hostile vessels would be destroyed 
within it by mines and submarines. 

As regards mines, the German declaration differs from the 
British closing of the North Sea in two respects :—(1) It does not 
provide a safe way for vessels proceeding through British waters 
neutral countries; a route round the North of Scotland is 
Mggested, but this is understood to be infested with German 
ines ; and (2) the area is not one over which the German fleet 

any control, and such control seems to be essential to the 

imate declaration of a war zone. Moreover, the threat is 
destruction to shipping, not only by mines but by submarines ; 
td though the latter threat is only expressed as intended 
t hostile shipping, the German Government disclaim lia- 

for “accidents” to neutral shipping. This represents a 
tmplete reversal of the practices of naval warfare, both as regards 
enemy and as regards neutrals. The mine acts without 
Wlition, and if its use is permissible at all, this fact must be 
teckoned with. The submarine is a warship and acts witk voli- 
tn, and it cannot escape the obligations ot a warship. But on 
pp point Germany and the civilized world are at present at 





Estate Duty on Appointed Sums. 


BRoaDLy speaking, there are two methods of exercising a power 
‘ppointment over an invested fund. First, the appointor may 
‘point an aliquot share in the fund in favour of the appointee. 
ly, the appointor may exercise the power by directung the 

of the tund to raise a specified sum out of the invest- 

Mente. Both methods have their advantages and their disadvan- 
Appointments of this nature are usually in exercise of a 

Pver created by a parent's or grandparent’s will. ‘The fund is 
ually the proceeds of sale of the testater’s residuary real and 
estate, the donee of the power is generally a daughter, 





ad the objects of the power, her children. The power is | 


ms 





commonly made exercisable by the will of the donee or by deed 
to take effect after her death. 

In these circumstances the method of exercising the power 
most likely to lead to equality is clearly the first ot those men- 
tioned above. Thus, supposing there to be four objects of the 
power and the total value of the fund be £20,000, on the first 
exercise of the power—as, for instance, on the occasion of the 
marriage of her eldest child—the donee of the power need have no 
fear of working an inequality when she appoints a fourth of the 
fund in favour of that child. If she makes no further appant- 
ment, the gilt in default of appointment, together with the botch- 
pot clause that almost invariably accompanies such a dispusition, 
will secure to the other children their tourth shares ; and it 
matters little whether the investments have increased in value 
or depreciated when the donee of the power dies. Where, how- 
ever, the second of the two methods mentioned above is adopted, 
inequality in some form or another is aimost certain to fvilow. 
If the donee appoints on the first occasion a sum of £5,000 in 
favour of one child, and subsequently appoints two similar sums 
in favour of two other children, and fivally appoints the residue 
of the fund to the tourth child, unforeseen fluctuations in the 
value of the investments will either give the fourth child a great 
deal more or (and this is what happens in nine out of every 
ten cases) a great deal less than a one-fourth part of the fund. 

Depreciation in the value of the investments of the fund is not 
the only cause of inequality. As hkely as not the resiuuary 
appointee will find his residue reduced by costs incurred in the 
raising and payment of the specifically appointed sums. In 
addition to this, there is a further ready cause for inequality, as 
is shewn by the case cf Re Grant, Nevinson vy. United Aingdom 
Temperance, &c., Institution (1915, W. N. 88) recently betore 
SARGANT, J. This is the incidence of estate duty on the tund, 
which by apt or inapt words may be shifted from one or more of 
the specifically appointed sums and thrown on the others, and 
most probably upon the residue appointed to the residuary 
appointee. 

Every draftsman engaged in drawing an appointment of this 
kind would do well to study the recent case so that he may use 
or avoid, as desired, the forms of expression and words which 
either exonerate or leave unaflected, as the case may be, the 
incidence of duty. Jrima facie the estate duty on the fund will 
be borne by each taker rateably in proportion tu the amount 
appointed in his favour. This was established by such 
authorities as Re Countess of Orford (1896, 1 Ch. 257) and Berry 
v. Gaukroger (1903, 2 Ch. 116). The last mentioned case was a 
decision of the Court of Appeal, and there VAUGHAN WILiIAMs, 
L.J., laid it down that He Urford decided that, in all cases where 
estate duty becomes payable for which the executor is not 
accountable, the duty must be paid ultimately by the persons 
beneficially entitled in proportion to their shares. 

In the recent case of Re Grant the question arose with regard 
to the appointment of a “net” sum of specified amount “ clear 
of all costs and expenses of raising the same,” and the point for 
decision was whether such an appointment exonerated the 
appointed sum in respect of the rateable proportion of estate 
duty. The word “net” also occurred in the appointment made 
in the case of Re Saunders (1898, 1Ch. 17). 1m that case the 
appointor appointed so much of the trust investments held by 
the trustees as should be sufficient to raise “the net sum” of a 
specified amount. She made other appointments in similar terms, 
and ultimately appointed the whole ot the unappointed funds to 
one of her ehildren. ‘The question was raised whether these 
appointments of “net” sums were to beara proportionate part 
ot the succession duty, or whether the succession duty on the 
whole fund was thrown on the residue appointed by the last 
appointment. The Court of Appeal held that the use of the 
word “net” exonerated the appointed sums. 

In Ke Cocwell’s Trusts (1910, 1 Ch. 63) the donee of the power 
appointed and directed that such portion of the trust fund as at 
his death should be of “ the clear amount or value ” of a specified 
sum should be beld in trust for one object of the power. ln 
further appointments he directed the sppropriation of other 
portions “of a like amount or value” in favour of other objects. 
Subsequently he made another appointment in similar form, 
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omitting, however, in this case either of the two phrases he had 
used in the prior appointments. He then directed the trustees 
to appropriate the residue of the trust fund on trusts in favour 
of one of the objects of the power. The will by which these 
appointments were made was dated in 1883, when succession 
duty would have been payable in respect of the fund. The 
appointor died in 1906 when estate duty had superseded and 
taken the place of the succession duty. Joyce, J., held on the 
authority of Re Saunders (supra) that the expressions “ the clear 
amount or value” and “a like amount or value” had the effect 
of exonerating the estate duty on the appointed sums in respect of 
which those expressions were used, and that the residue appointed 
by the residuary appointment had to bear that duty. As regards 
the appointment in respect of which those phrases were omitted, 
his lordship held that the sum thereby appointed ought to bear 
its own estate duty. 

In the recent case of Le Grant (supra) the appointor made a 
number of appointments of “the net sum of” specified amounts 
“ clear of all vosts and expanses of raising the same.” One appoint- 
ment, however, was made without the use of these words. 
Finally, the residue was appointed in favour of one of the objects 
of the power. The learned judge, following and applying the 
principles laiddown in Re Saunders (supra) and Re Cox well’s Trusts 
(supr2) held that, in all the cases where these exp ressions were 
used, the estate duty on the appointed sum was exonerated and 
thrown on the residue. But as regards the appointment where 
these expressions were omitted, the learned judge was of opinion 
that the appointed sum ought to bear its own estate duty. 

These cases shew how desirable it is, in making appointments 
of this kind, to preserve a uniformity in the mode of expression. 
It may often be intended to throw the rateable portion of the 
estate duty on the residue of the trust fund, but it can rarely be 
intended to allow the duty to attach in the case of some appoint- 
ments, while in the case of others the appointees are to receive 
the sums free of duty. On the whole, one cannot avoid the 
conclusion that this question of the incidence of duty does not 
always receive the attention which is due to it, when a donee of 
a power of appointment is exercising the power by appointing 
specified sums instead of aliquot parts of the trust fund. 


Reviews 
Estate Duty. 


Tue Law AND Practice or tHe Estate Duty: EMBODYING THE 
RELEVANT Parts oF THE Finance Acts, 1894 To 1914, THE 
Deatu Durres (KinLep iy War) Act, 1914, AND OTHER AcTs 
AFFECTING THE Duty. By Aurrep W. Sowarp, U.B., Secretary 
of the Estate Duty Office. Firrn Epirrton. ENLARGED AND IN 
Great Part Re-wrirten, wire Cases To Date, RULES oF Court, 
&c. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 10s. 6d. net. 


Mr. Soward notes in his preface two important changes made by 
the finance legislation of last year, one of permanent interest, the re- 
modelling of the basis of taxation of settled property ; the other of 
temporary interest, the relief from duty in the cases of persons killed 
in war. The statutory provisions on the first point are given at 
p. 352, and the abolition of settlement estate duty is explained as an 
addendum to the discussion at pp. 93 et seg. of the system as to that 
duty which has prevailed since 1894 down to last year ; and the 
Death Duties (Killed in War) Act, 1914, is given at p. 360. As to the 
principal statute, “no Act of Parliament,” it bas been judicially re- 
marked, “ has been passed which has given rise to so much difticulty, 
and which requires so much thought, as [the Finance Act, 1804] 
does.” This is natural in the case of a system of taxation which 
has to be adjusted to the many complications arising upon the distri- 
bution of property on death ; and it may, perhaps, be said that, while 
successive conveyancing changes tend to simplify the law ef property, 
yet legal difficulties are being continually introduced in another form 
by the increasing requirements of the Treasury and the demands of 
business and social relations. Mr. Soward in the present work does 
not merely present the text of the Finance Acts ; in successive chap- 
ters he explains their scheme and mode of operation, and his 
exposition—as in the case of duty on voluntary dispositions infer vivos 
on which Attorney-General v. Worrall (1895, 1 Q. B. 99) and Attorney- 
General v. Seccombe (1911, 2 K. B. 688) are usefully referred to—is 


clear and practical. 


Books of the Week. 


Review.—Juridical Review. February, 1915. W. Green & 
Son (Limited). 

Digest.—A Digest of Law and Arbitration Cases, reported from 
January 1 to December 31,1914. By a Barrister-at-Law. The 


Estates Gazette (Limited). * 12s. 6d. 








Correspondence. 


Disclaimer in Bankruptcy. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Referring to the letter of Mr. Reginald T. Baxter in your 
issue of the 20th February and to pone note thereon under “ Current 
Topics,” is it correct to say that after the assignment and disclaimer 
there is still an equity of redemption? This hardly seems consistent 
with the provisions of section 54 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, as 
to the effect of disclaimer, which would seem to put an end to the 
bankrupt’s whole interest, and consequently of his equity of 
redemption. Is there any need to foreclose in such a case! The 
whole subject of disclaimer and vesting orders seems 4 little 
uncertain. I do not find that mo ees by demise are in the habit 
of applying for vesting orders where the trustee disclaims. Is there 
any reason why they should? The disclaimer does not affect the 
rights or liabilities of any other person (than the bankrupt and the 
trustee), and the only person interested in getting the disclaimed 
term vested in the mortgagee would seem to be the lessor. I should 
like to know whether my view is sound, C. C. TARELLL 

Barton, Victoria-road, Sutton, Surrey, Feb. 19. 

[Mr. Tarelli is quite right, and we are obliged for the correction. 
The remarks at the end of our note (ante, p. 281) do not apply where 
the trustee has disclaimed. This effectually gets rid of the equity 
of redemption. But in the absence of disclaimer it may be con- 
venient to avoid foreclosure by taking an assignment or release from 
the trustee: see Melbourne Banking Corporation v. Brougham 
(4 App. Cas. 156).—Eb. S./.] 





Absence of Judge on Giving of Verdict. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—In the case of Wilson & Gill v. Douglas, before Darling, J.,o 
the 18th, 19th, and 20th inst., I see from the 7 mes that difficult points 
were involved, and the direction to the jury certainly shewed that 
it was not improbable that they might waxt the help of the judge 
in their discussion of the case before giving a verdict. 

When they did bring in a verdict the usual, or at any rate ¥ 
common, announcement was made that judgment was not entere 
as the judge trying the case had left. 

There is not any rule requiring a judge or counsel to attend till 
verdict is given, but there is a very stringent rule applying to 
solicitors, on whom a heavy penalty is cast, if upon the trial of any 
cause cr matter the same cannot conveniently proceed owing to the 
neglect ef the solicitor; and it seems to me as unreasonable tor a judge 
to leave before verdict, unless to attend to other public business, # 
it would be fora general to leave the field, or the admiral to retire 
before the end of a battle. 


What would be said of a surgeon who did not finish aa oper 
tion ? KE. T. Harcraves. 


10, Coleman-street, London, E.C., Feb. 22. 


. ® a e . ” 
Solicitors as ‘‘ National Arbitrators. 
[Vo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—The vast majority of the public regard solicitors 4s best 
qualitied as “stirrers up of strife.” In this connection (quite aye" 
trom Mr. Lloyd George's splendid services when at the — ¢ 
‘Trade) it is interesting to note that two solicitors, Sir I rancis f °? 
wood and Sir George Gibb, now permanent Government - 
have been appointed members of the Dispute T ribunal poncho 
avoidance of disputes during the war. Harvey CLIFTOS. 








The Chicago Herald printed last Saturday an imp diredt 
exclusive article showing that the German ‘‘ war zone’ 15 4 u 
violation of treaties ot the United States with Germany hes 
guarantee the freedom of the seas to either party to the treaty aa 
the other signatory is at war, especially setting forth that the i 
has the right to use the ports on the coast of the enemy © 





belligerent signatory. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


H. W. CHATTERTON v. CITY OF LONDON BREWERY CO. (LIM.). 
8th February. 


SANKRUPTCY—SOLICITOR—RESPONSIBILITY TO A PERSON NOT A CLIENT 
ror UNAUTHORISED Acts or CLERK—JUDGMENT AGAINST SOLICITOR BY 
Derautt—Recetvineg Orper AGaINnst SoLicrrorn—ApreaL to Court 
or AppeaL—Rervusat or Leave To APPEAL—PRELIMINARY OBJECTION 
ro AppeaL Bernc Hearp—Banxruprtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
52), s. 104 (2) (c). 
A receiving order was made against the appellant, who appealed to 
the Court of Appeal under the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
section 104 (2) (4). The appeal was heard and dismissed, the Court 
refusing leave to appeal to the House of Lords. On a preliminary 
objection against the appeal to the House of Lords being heard, 
Held, that such an appeal (leave having been refused) could not be 
entertained by reason of the prohibition in sub-section (2) (c) of section 
104 of the Act of 1883, and, further, that an appeal against the refusal 
of the Court of Appeal to grant leave was incompetent. 
Semble, Per Karl Loreburn. The words“ bankruptcy matters "’ include 
at all events matters which come within the jurisdiction of the Bank- 
ruptey Court and within the jurisdiction of that Court alone. 


Appeal by the appellant against a receiving order dated 11th Novem- 
ber, 1913, made by Mr. Registrar Hope, on the petition of the respon- 
dents. The appellant, Horace W. Chatterton, a solicitor, acted in that 
peey for John Shaw and Johu Reginald Shaw, in tae sale of a 
leasehold public-house and premises, known as the ‘‘ Plough Tavern,” 
Hornsey-road, N., under a power of sale vested in them as mort- 
poses by an indenture of mortgage dated 21st December, 1887, made 

tween one Cox and the vendors, the respondent brewery company at 
the time —e a second mortgage upon the same property. In the 
conduct of his business the appellant employed as managing clerk his 
. son, Hugh Chatterton, who was himself an admitted solicitor. This 
clerk had no authority from the appellant to act for or to bind the 
appellant in any way, except such authority as was to be implied from 
the fact that he was his managing clerk. The brewery company paid 
the deposit, but the vendors failed to complete, and an action was 
brought for specific performance, and judgment was given for the 

brewery company. Finally, completion took place on 27th July, 1911, 
Hugh Chatterton acting as agent for and on behalf of tne vendors, 
Messrs. Shaw, and the balance of the purchase money was handed to 
tim by the brewery company and was misappropriated by him. The 
fraud being discovered, the vendors sued the company, claiming inter 
dlia a Selcation that the assignment of the licensed premises was 
invalid by reason of the forgeries of the signatures cf the vendors. 
Joyce, J., held that the conveyance was bad, and the company had 
to pay the purchase money a second time. The company then com- 
menced an action against Chatterton, the father, alleging that, though 
an innocent party to his son’s fraud, he was liable to make good the loss 
to them. The appellant did not contest the action, and judgment for 
the balance of the purchase money and costs was cutedel against him 
in default. The brewery company then served the appellant with a 
bankruptcy notice which was not complied with, and the company filed 
their petition. The petition was opposed by the appellant, and the 
Registrar subsequently gave a considered judgment, and on the same 
day made a receiving order. The appellant then appealed to the 
Court of Appeal with a view of having it decided whether his case 
did not come within the principle laid down by the House of Lords 
in Lloyd v. Grace Smith & Co. (56 Soxicrrors’ JournaL, 723; 1912, 
A.C. 716), but the appeal was dismissed and leave to appeal refused. 
Counsel for the appellant said that a preliminary objection had been 
taken to this appeal being heard, it being contended that, as it related 
to a ‘‘bankruptcy matter,’’ there was no appeal to that House with- 
out the leave of the Court of Appeal by reason of the prohibition in 
section 104 subsection 2 (c) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. _He sub- 
mitted that this was not a bankruptcy matter, and that the pro- 
hibition was restricted to an appeal in the administration of the bank- 
rupt’s estate, and that this being an interlocutory matter arising in 
the bankruptcy, which if decided in favour of the bankrupt would 
annul the receiving order, the appeal was competent. Alternatively 
he contended that he had a right to appeal from the refusal of the 
Court of Appeal to grant leave. Counsel for the respondents having 

heard, 

Earl Loresurn said the question here is a preliminary question; 
can there be an appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal sup- 
porting a receiving order? Now the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, section 
104, says that “orders in bankruptcy matters shall at the instance of 
any person aggrieved be subject to appeal as follows :—(a) An appeal 
shall lie from the order of a county court to Her Majesty’s Court 
of Appeal; (b) an appeal shall lie from the order of the High Court 
to Her Majesty’s Court. of Appeal; (c) an appeal shall, with leave of 
Her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, but not otherwise, lie from the order 
of that court to the House of Lords.’’ Now it is quite clear that what 
is required is the leave of the Court of Appeal, and, as the Court 
of Appeal in this case refused leave, no appeal will lie here 
Provided that the order in question is an order in a bankruptcy 
Matter. It has been argued that the order is not an order 


bankruptcy juriediction by a court sitting as a bankruptcy court by 
virtue of the powers which are given only to a bankruptcy court. 
In my opinion it is giving too pregnant a sense to the words of the Act 
to say that ‘‘ bankruptcy matters’’ mean merely matters where there 
is already a bankruptcy. I think the words “bankruptcy matters” 
include at all events matters which come within the jurisdiction of 
the bankruptcy court and within the jurisdiction of that court alone. 
Were it otherwise, as has been pointed out by the learned counsel for 
the respondents, the present appellant would not have got as far as 
the Court of Appeal, and therefore, a forttori, would not have been 
able to arrive here with his arguments. I consider the appeal must be 
dismissed with costs. 

Lords Arkrnson, Parker, SumNeR and Parmoor_ concurred. 

CounseL, for the appellant, Cave, K.C., and A. a Beckett Terrell ; 
for the respondents, Clayton, K.C., and Shewell Cooper. Soricrrors, 
Russell d&- Arnholz; Young, Jones, & Co. 

{Reported by Ensures Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Court of Appeal 


PRICE +. WESTMINSTER BRYMBO COAL AND COKE CO. No.1. 
28th January ; 98th February. 

WorKMEN'’s COMPENSATION—REDEMPTION OF WEEKLY PAYMENT— 
EXECUTION OF AGREEMENT—SvuBsEQUENT DeatH or WORKMAN BEFORE 
ACREEMENT RecorpED—ENFORCEMENT BY LecaL PersonaL REepresen- 
TATIVE OF DeckASED—WoORKMEN's ComPENSATION AcT, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 
c. 58), Scuepure II. (9), (10)—Consoxtrparep Rutes, 1913, rr. 43-46. 


A workman having met with an accident, by which he lost an eye, 
received a weekly payment for a considerable period, and ultimately 
agrecd with the employers for the redemption of the weekly payment 
for £85. The agreement was sent to the registrar of the county cours 
to be recorded, and ten days later, after notices to the parties had been 
sent out, and no objection or answer received from them, the registrar 
recorded the agreement. Afterwards it appeared that the workman 
died, from causes unconnected with the. accident, after the agreement 
was sent to the registrar, but before the lapse of seven days from his 
receipt of it. 

Held, that the workman's legal personal representative was entitled to 
be paid the redemption money. 


Appeal by the employers from a decision of his Honour Judge 
Moss, of the Wrexham County Court. In July, 1913, Price, a work 
man employed by the respondents, met with an accident, which ulti 
mately caused the loss of his right eye. He was paid compensation, at 
13s. 4d. per week, from the date of the accident to 2nd May, 1914 
when the payment was reduced to 5s. 3d. On 6th June an agreement 
in writing was entered into between the parties, under which the 
workman agreed to accept, and the respondents to pay, £85 in full 
discharge of all claims to compensation under the Act. On 12th Jun 
the agreement was sent to the registrar of the county court to be 
recorded. The latter sent out the usual] notices to the parties, and no 
objection from anyone having been received, duly registered the agre« 
ment on 22nd June. But in the meantime, on 18th June, the workman 
died from causes unconnected with the accident intestate, and without 
leaving any dependants. Neither the employers nor the registrar knew 
of his death until after the registration. His married daughter, Alice 
Robinson, however. took out letters of administration to his estate on 
3rd July, and on 3rd August the registrar granted her leave to substi 
tute her name as applicant in the place of her father. On 7th August 
the county court judge gave leave to issue execution against the 
employers for the redemption money. The employers appealed, and 
on their behalf it was contended that they were under no liability, 
except for the weekly payment, until the agreement was duly registered 
and that the workman, having died before that could be done, the 
agreement could not be enforced by his pergonal representative. (Cur 
adv. vult. 

Tur Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the facts, and proceeded : There 
is no evidence, nor even suggestion, that the agreement was open to 
objection on any of the grounds mentioned in Schedule IT. (9) (d) or 
(e). The county court judge gave leave to issue execution, treating 
the recorded agreement as ‘for all purposes enforceable as a county 
court judement.’’ I am clearly of opinion that if the man had died 


_on 23rd June, the day after the agreement was recorded, the order 


would have been perfectly right. See rule 96 and the relevant sections 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, and the rules thereunder. The only 
difficulty is due to the fact that the death occurred after the agreement 
was sent to the registrar, but before the seven days mentioned in 
clause 9 (a) had expired. The agreement was not in fact or in form 
conditional until recorded. Rule 44, sub-section 7, has no application, 
both parties being free from any legal disabilitv. The agreement was 
sent for registration on 12tn June, and every form prescribed by the 
statute was observed. There is nothing requiring the registrar to have 
proof that both parties were alive at the end of the seven days. He 
did that which the statute required him to do. The word is “ shall" 
record. It is not easy to appreciate an objection by the employer that 
the workman had no opportunity to object. while he himself had full 
opportunity. It was at one time contended by the appellants that 
Schedule I. (19) deprives the administrator of all right. But this con 
tention was, in the course of the discussion, modified, and it was 





in a bankruptcy matter. It has been made by virtue of the 


admitted that the administrator can claim all rights that the deceased 
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workman had as against his employer, such as arrears of weekly pay- | 


In my opinion the workman had, under this agreement, a right 
and vested in, his administrator, just as much as 
been on 23rd June. The appeal must be dismissed, 


ment 
which passed to 
if the death had 
with costs 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., who referred to Rez Bow County Court 
Regiatrar (1914, 3 K. B. 266), and Puittimo0re, L.J., who observed that 
the execution of the agreement created a legal nexus, 
parties equally, and there were no statutory reasons why it should not 
he recorded, delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseLt, Holman 
(iregory, K.« and Adshead Kiliott; Ellis Griffiths, K.C., and G. C. 
Pees Sonictrors, awl . Johnstone, & Co., for Peace a Ellie. Wigan . 
W Wynn Evans, Wrexham 


[Reported by H. Laxcronp Lewis, Barrister-at Law.) 


Re A COMPANY, No. 0,022 of 1915, and ce A COMPANY, No. 0,023 


of 1915. Nov. 1. 


Emerncency Powrrs—Execution—‘* ExecuTion ON OR ENFORCEMENT OF 
JUDGMENT JupGmMent In Ktno’s Bencun Division 

Company—WinvinG-ue Petrition—Courts (Emercency Powers) 

Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 78), 8. 1(1.)—Companies (Consonrpation) 

Act, 1908 (8 Ep.7, c. 69), ss. 129, 130 

The plaintiff im an action in the King's Bench Division recovered 
judgment fon damages and costs. Payment not having been made, he 
filed a winding-up petition against the company, alleging that the 
company was unab.e to pay its debts, and that it was just and equitabl 
that it should be wound up 

Held (reversing Astbury, J.), that the petition was nota proceeding 
to execution on or enforcement of the judgment within the 
(Emergency Lowers) Act, 1914, 8. 1 (1), and that the petitioner 
did not therefore require to obtain the leave of the court before ad ver 
tising, or otherwise proceeding with it 


luth and 15th February. 


ANY 


Courts 


Appeal from a decision of Astbury, J., raising an important question 
under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. The plaintiff in an 
action for libel obtained judgment on 12th January, 1915, for a con 
siderable sum against two companies, publishers and printers of the 
libel respectively, and, failing to obtain payment, issued winding-up 
petitions against the companies. The defendant companies thereupon 
moved to restrain the petitioner from advertising or proceeding with 
the petitions, or otherwise proceeding to enforce the judgment, unless 
and until the leave of the court had been obtained, under the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, section 1 (i.) of which provides that no 
person shall proceed to execution on, or otherwise to the enforcement 
of any judgment or order of any court (whether entered or made before 
or after the passing of the Act), for the payment or reccvery of a 
sum of money to which the sub-section applied, except after such 
application to the court, and such notice as might be provided for 
by rules and directions under the Act. Astbury, J., granted the 
injunction asked for, and the petitioner appealed ade. vult. 

[ue Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said: The petitioner was plaintiff in 
an action for libel, in which substantial damages were awarded by a 
special jury, and judgment was recovered against the companies for 
the damages «nd costs. The petition alleges (1) that the judgment debt 
is justly due and owing, (2) that the company is insolvent and unable 
to pay its debts, and (3) that it is just and equitable that the company 
should be wound up. The company contendg that the petitioner is 
*‘ proceeding to execution on the judgment ’’ within the meaning of 
the Act. Now ‘execution on the judgment "’ is a technical term. It 
is a legal process by which the judgment creditor in that character 
and for his sole benefit, seeks to satisfy his judgment by a proceed 
ing in the same action. I think it is plain that a winding-up petition 
is not execution on a judgment; it lacks almost every element of such 
an execution. The present petitioner comes as a creditor the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, s. 130, and none less 
because he proves the debt by production of the judgment. He comes 
to the Chancery Division, not the King’s Bench Division. He cannot 
rely on sub-section (ii.), because no execution has been issued on the 
judgment, nor on sub-section (i.), because there has not been a failure 
for three weeks to comply with a demand for payment. But he relies 
on sub-section (iv.), alleging that the company is unable to pay its 
debts, and on sub-sections (v.) and (vi.) of section 129, alleging that 
it is just and equitable that the company should be wound up. It 
remains to consider the words “ or otherwise to fhe enforcement of "’ 
the judgment. These words seem designed to meet the common case 
where a judgment creditor cannot get execution, but the 
sppointment of a receiver This is sometimes spoken of as “‘ equitable 
execution,’’ though it is not execution—per Buckley, L.J.. in Morgan 
v. Hart (1914, 2 K. B. 183) The appointment of such a receiver is 
obtained by the judgment creditor in that character and for |} DI 
benefit. It is strictly analogous to a legal execution in these respects 
There may be other cases, but I cannot construe the section as extend 
ing to a winding-up order, which may be presented by a creditor wh« 
is not a judgment creditor, and which must enure for the benefit of 
all creditors, and not judgment creditors only The learned judge 
seems to have been pressed by expressions used by various judges to 
the effect that a winding-up order in fact gives the creditor “‘ equitable 
execution.’” Such an expression cannot be treated as though it 
occurred in an Act of Parliament. The winding-up order secures that 
the assets of the company shall enure for the benefit of all the creditors 


Cur 


under 
the 


obtains 


s sole 


| for the injunction discharged. 


which bound both | 


AGAINST | 





and that is all that is intended. In my opinion, a winding-up order 
is neither a proceeding to execution on, nor one to enforcement of 
a judgment within the meaning of the Act. The court recently decided 
that a bankruptcy petition is not within section 1 (1) of the Act, but 
solely within section 1 (3). The appeal must be allowed, and the order 
I have dealt with only one of the two 
The other is identical, and the same order must be made 

Purmciore, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and Joyce, 
J., concurred.—CounseL, Jenkins, K.C., and B. A. Hall; Hon. Frank 
Russell, K.C., and Percy Wheeler; Gore-Browne, K.C., H. M. Giveen, 
and Topham. Soricrrors, Herbert Smith & Co.; Close & Co Wal 
brook d Hoaken. 

(Reported by H. Layeronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Cases. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


EDWARDS AND OTHERS v. PERRY AND OTHERS. Sargant, J. 
%h Febraary. 

Costs—Pertition—Funps 1x Court 1N aN ActTion—PayMent Ovr— 
PLAINTIFF IN THE AcTION Mape RESPONDENT TO THE PeETITION—Svcu 
RESPONDENT ENTITLED TO Separate Set or Costs out OF THE Funp. 
Where five of the plaintiffs in an old action commenced by bill of 

complaint in equity petitioned the court for payment out of funds to 

the credit of that action, and made the sixth plaintiff and certain 


| defendants to the bill and certain incumbrancers of the sizth plaintiff 


respondents to the petition, : 
Held that the paintiff respondent was entitled to have a separate set 
of costs of the petition. 


This was a petition for payment out of court of certain funds stand 
ing to the credit of an old action. The facts are immaterial, except 
that the petitioners were five of the plaintiffs to the action, either 
original plaintiffs or added by order to carry on proceedings. The 
petitioners made the remaining plaintiff to the action, who had in fact 
incumbered his share, a respondent to the petition, together with his 
incumbrancers and the remaining defendants to the action. 

Sarcant, J., held that the plaintiff respondent was entitled to have 
a separate set of costs of the petition and the application thereon.— 
Counser, D. D. Robertson; L. ". Potts, LL. Morgan May. 
Sonicrrors, A. C. Renshawe Williams; Swann, Hardman, & Co 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
GUARANTY TRUST COMPANY OF NEW YORK r. HANNAY & CO. 
Bailhache, J. 14th and 18th January. 


Practice—Action 1x THIS Country FOR DECLARATION OF Ricuts TO 
Assist Action IN ForerGn Country—R. 8. C., Orv. XXV., RB. 5; 
Orv. LIVa, R. 1. 


in action may be brought asking for a declaration of rights, notwith- 
standing that the party seeking the declaration is not, or will not be, 
plaintiff in some action for which the declaration is desired. 

The Manar (1903, P. 95) followed. 

Summons in the Commercial Court reported by leave of the judge. 
An actjon was pending in New York between the parties to this 
action, but in the New York action the defendants, Hannay & Co., 
were the plaintiffs, and the plaintiffs, the Guaranty Trust Co., were 
defendants. The point of the case was whether a person who purchased 
drafts with accompanying bills of lading, and sent the drafts forward 
with the bills of lading attached, warranted the genuineness of the 
bills of lading. In the course of the proceedings in New York it came 
to be agreed on both sides that the facts were undisputed, and that 
the only question for the American courts to decide was the English 
law on the subject. Under these circumstances the Guaranty Trust 
Co. issued its writ in the present action, asking the court to make 
certain declarations of the relevant English law, and asking for an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from further proceedings im 
the New York action. It was contended on behalf of the defendants 
that the power to make declarations where no further or substantive 
relief was claimed was given or defined by ord. 25, r. 5, and that de 
clarations could only be made under that order, (1) as ancillary to put 
ting some right in the person asking the declaration in suit ; and (2) at 
the instance of a party who desired to use the declaration to support 
some right which he sought to enforce. It was submitted on behalf of 
the plaintiffs that the court had power under ord. 25, r. 5, and ord. 54s, 
r. 1. Cur. adv. vult. 

Battuacue, J., said the wide power to make declarations under ord 
25, r. 5, was discretionary, and should be exercised with caution and 
judicially. There were cases in which it could not be exercised ab 
all, such as Barraclough v. Brown (1897, A. C. 615). He had been 
referred to a number of cases as a guide to how the discretionary powe's 
of the court ought to be exercised. In 1892 the Court of Appeal in 
London Association of Shipowners and Brokers v. London and India 
Docks Joint Committee (1892, 3 Ch. 242) made a declaration at 
the request of the P. and O. Co., that certain regulations were not 
binding, although no action had been threatened and no right infringed, 
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but the court thought the regulations created a grievance. In 1903, 
Bucknill, J., in The Manar (1903, P. 95) made a declaration at the 
instance of the mortgagees of 7’he Manar as to the English law of 
priorities as between wy ope and necessaries man in an action by 
the necessaries man, who had seized 7e Manar, and was proceeding 
to enforce his claim. In 1904, in the Court of Appeal, in Wiliams v. 
North's Navigation Collieries (Limited) (1904, 2 K. at p. 44), 
Collins, M.R., stated that there was a difficulty in the way of making 
a declaration which was not ancillary to the putting in suit of a legal 
right, but the court, in deference to the wishes of both parties, heard 
the case, and refused the declaration asked for. The decision was 
reversed in the House of Lords, but no reference was made to the 
observation of Collins, M.R. In the same year, Channell, J., in 
Société Maritime et Commerciale v. Venus Steam Shipping Co. 
(Limited ) (9 Com. Cas. 289), made a declaration as to whether 
a contract to load 75,000 tons of ore for five years, and which had a 
and a half to run, was binding on the plaintiffs. They desired 
a declaration to guide them in their future course of conduct, as they 
d to refuse to load, and would be liable for damages if they 
were wrong. In 1906, Joyce, J., in North-Eastern Marine Engineering 
Co. v. Leeds Forge Co. (1906, 1 Ch. 325), declined to make a declara- 
tion as to the invalidity of expired letters patent at the suit of a 
person who might otherwise be liable for infringement. In the same 
year, Warringon, J., in Offin v. Rochford Rural District Council 
(1908, 1 Ch. 342), refused the plaintiff a declaration that a certain 
triangular piece of ground was his property and not part of the high- 
way. He said that the assertion of a right was no cause of action, 
| without a cause of action there was no right to ask for a declara- 
tion. In 1909, the Court of Appeal, affirming Eve, J., in Chapman v. 
Michaelson (1909, 1 Ch. 238), made a declaration in favour of a debtor’s 
trustee against a money-lender that a mortgage deed was illegal and 
yoid, although no action by the money-lender was pending or threatened. 
From these cases two certain conclusions could be drawn: (1) A 
declaration would not be made merely because a person asking for it 
feared that at some time or other he might be liable to an action, and 
desired to put an end to a position of uncertainty or of suspense 
and anxiety; (2) a declaration would not be made when the person 
seeking it had to his hand some other specially provided suitable 
remedy, as in the case of North Eastern Marine Engineering Co. 
v. Leeds Forge Co. (supra). There was some conflict of authority 
as to whether the person seeking the declaration must have a right 
of action, or must seek the declaration as ancillary to the putting in 
suit of some legal right. The late Lord Collins and Warrington, 
J., took one view, and the Court of Appeal in the India Docks 
case and in Chapman v. Michaelson (supra), and Channell, J., took 
another view. The practice in the Commercial Court had been to 
follow the decision of Channell, J., and make declarations when they 
served some real practical purpose, such, for instance, as guiding 
parties in their future in relation to commercial contracts, and with a 
view rather to avoid litigation than in aid of it. There was no force 
in the point taken by the defendants’ counsel that a plaintiff must 
be left to choose his own time to litigate, because litigation was in 
fact pending, nor was he prepared to hold that declarations could 
only be made at the instance of the party for the purposes of an action 
in which he proposed to be plaintiff. Buckuill, is under the circum- 
stances, not distinguishable in principle, made a declaration in The 
Manar (supra) as he was asked to make it, and in his judgment it was 
= to the courts to entertain the plaintiff's action if they thought fit. 
power was discretionary, but he thought it existed. The next 
question was: Ought it to be exercised in that case? The advan- 
tages of the course taken by the plaintiffs were obvious. There would 
be a decision of the English courts upon the precise point instead 
of the conflicting opinions of English lawyers. Of course, the decision 
would not be binding i the American courts, but it would afford 
them the best procurable evidence, and he saw no reason to doubt 
that they would welcome the assistance which such a decision would 
give. He should follow the precedent of The Manar (supra), and 
entertain the action. He would give leave to appeal.—Counset, Duke, 
KC., and Douglas Hogg; Greer, K.C., and A. R. Kennedy. 
olicirors, Crosley & Burn; Pritchard, Englefield & Co., for Simpson, 
North, Harley &: Co., Liverpool. 


[Reported by Leoxarp C_ Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

In the Estate of JACOB ECHIFF (Deceased). Bargrave Deane, J. 
Sth February. 

PRoBATE—ADMINISTRATION ON InTesTACY—Next or Kin ALIEN 
Exemres—Grant To THE Pustic Truster—Covrt or Prosate ACT, 
1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 77), s. 73—TRADING WITH THE ENEMY AMEND- 
Ment Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 12), s. 1. 

Where the next of kin of a deceased intestate are alien enemies, the 


Public Trustee is the proper person to take the grant of administration 
"@ the deceased's estate. 
m the Estate of Herman Koenigs, Deceased (59 Soxicrrors’ 
RNAL, p. 130), not followed. 


This was a motion for a grant of letters of administration under 


section 75 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857, to the estate of Jacob 
Schiff, deceased. The deceased died intestate, at Hampstead, Middle- 
sex, on 28th October, 1914, leaving his brother. Ludwig Schiff, 
and his sister, Lina Neuland, his next of kin. Amongst his papers 
was found a testamentary document, dated 16th October, 1914, 
signed by the deceased, but unattested, by which the deceased ap- 
pointed Emil Leopold Wertheimer, the present applicant, and Leo 
Stern as his executors, and bequeathed all his effects, real and personal, 
to his sister, Lina Neuland, and his nephew, Sigbert Neuland. The 
assets of the deceased in England were of the value of about £118, 
and there were in addition certain stocks and shares of uncertain value 
and the sum of £733 in the hands of a firm of stockbrokers in the 
City of London, which were subject to contingent liabilities of the 
deceased with the firm on open account. Ludwig Schiff, the deceased's 
brother, Lina Neuland, his sister, and Sigbert Neuland, his nephew, 
were alien enemies resident in Germany. Emil Leopold Wertheimer, 
the present applicant, who had paid the funeral expenses of the 
deceased, amounting to £14 19s. 6d., was a naturalized British subject. 
He had communicated with the Treasury Solicitor, who had intimated 
that he was prepared to consent, on benalf of the Crown, to a grant 
to the applicant, under section 73 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857, 
with directions not to pay any money away without the direction of 
the Registrar, as had been ordered in /n the Estate of Herman Koenigs 
(Deceased) (59 Soticrrors’ JournaL, p. 130). Counsel for the applicant 
moved for a grant in those terms. [BaRGRave Deane. J.: Is not the 
Public Trustee the proper person to take the grant under the Trading 
with the Enemy Amendment Act, 19147) [That statute (5 Geo. 5, c. 12), 
after providing for the constitution of the office of Custodian of enemy 
property, enacts (section 1, sub-section 2): “‘ The Public Trustee shall 
be appointed to be the Custodian for England and Wales, and shall, in 
relation to all property held by him in his capacity as Custodian, have 
the like status, and his accounts shall be subject to the like audit, as 
if the same were held by him in his capacity of Public Trustee.’’] 
Counsel for the applicant (continuing): The Public Trustee had been 
approached, but hau taken the view that the administration should 
not be assumed by him unless the domicile of the deceased was found 
to be English, and that did not appear to him to be established in 
the present case. 

BarcRave Deane, J. (after consultation with the PResipent): We 
are agreed that the Public Trustee is the proper person to take the 
grant.—CounseL, Grazebrook. Soricrrors, Michael Abrahams, Sons, 
d& Co. 

(Reported by Currrorp Mortimer, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


THE HAILSHAM CATTLE MARKET CO. ». TOLMAN. Sargant, J. 
16th, 17th, and 28th November. 


STaTUTORY MARKET—PROHIBITION AGAINST RiIvaAL MarkKetTs—Excer- 
TION IN Speciat Act From PRoniwir1on—‘‘ Excert ON ANY LAND OR 
IN ANY BUILDING BELONGING TO” [THE OWNER THERKOF}—GENERAL 
Acr INCORPORATED InN Spectan ACT—EXCEPTION IN GENERAL ACT 
NARROWER—DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MARKET FRANCHISE at COMMON 
Law anp StrarutoRY MARKET—MARKETS AND Farrs CLauses Act, 
1847 (10 Vicr. c. 14)—Haisuat Carrie Market Act, 1871 (34 Vicr. 
c. 1.), 88. 2, 42 anp 43. 


Where a section of a epecial market Act provided a prohibition and 
penalties against persons setting up a rival market, “ except on any 
land or in any building bejonging to [the owner] or in his occupation,” 
and where the special Act incorporated the Marketa and Fairs Clauses 
Act, 1847 (10 Vict. c. 14), “ except where expressly varied by thia Act.” 

Held, that this section of the special Act was an express variation 
of section 13 of the Clauses Act, where the words of exception were 
narrower. 

Held, also, that, although the prohibition in the Clauses Act applied 
to every day, and in the special Act only to market days, the exception 
from the prohibition in the special Act could not be limited to market 
days, because that would produce the absurd result of allowing sales 
on market days that were forbidden on other days. 

Held, further, that the words of exemption, both in the Clauses 
Act and in the apecial Act, gave exemption from any general prohibition 
against the excepted acts that would otherwise be imposed from the 
creation of a statutory market, and not merely from the penalties in 
the section and the prohibitions implied in such penalties; Abergavenny 
Commissioners v. Straker (42 Ch. D. 83) . 
The general law of markets has nothing to do with such a case as 
this, and the permissions given by, these sections are not subject to any 
vague or overriding prohibition arising from a monopoly ordinarily 
incident to a grant of market rights. 








In this case the plaintiff company sought a declaration that they are 
entitled to the exclusive right of holding markets for the sale of cattle 
and horses, and for such animals other than cattle and horses and 
such commodities and things for which markets may be held under 
the powers conferred by the Hailsham Cattle Market Act, 1871, within 
the parish of Hailsham, except that portion of the parish which is 
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defendant, whois an auctioneer, from establishing a market at Pole- 
vate, within the said limits, and/or from using his powers so as to 
iiterfere with and prejudicially affect the rights of the plaintiff com- 
pany. It was proved (inter alia) that the plaintiff company were incor- 
porated by the Hailsham Cattle Market Act, 1871, and held a cattle 
market at Hailsham on alternate Wednesdays throughout the year; 
that at the beginning of 1914 the defendant was preparing some waste 
land near Polegate Station, in the parish of Hailsham, for use as a 
cattle market, and issued an advertisement headed ‘‘ Polegate Cattle 
Market,’ and announcing a sale of fat cattle, &c., and subsequently 
issued other advertisements, and held on his premises sales of cattle 
and horses within the limits over which the plaintiff company’s rights 
extended. Section 42 of the Hailsham Cattle Market Act, 1871 (34 
Vict. c. i.), provides: ‘“‘ Every person who shall on the days hereby 
appointed, or to be appointed, for holding markets within the limits 
of this Act, sell, &c., at any place within the limits of this Act, 
except on any land or on any holding belonging to him, or in his occu- 
pation, any horses, &c., in respect of which tolls are by this Act 
authorized to be taken, shall forfeit and pay to the market company 
any sum not exceeding forty shillings, unless he or they shall pay, or 
have paid, the tolls by this Act authorized to be taken.’’ The plaintiff 
company contended that the acts of the defendant amounted to the 
setting up of a rival market, and could in any event be restrained. The 
Hailsham Cattle Market, Act, 1871, incorporated the Markets 
and Fairs Clauses Act, 1847 (10 Vict. c. 14), section 13 of which 
Act contained a narrower exception from the prohibition than 
that contained in section 42 of the special Act. The defendant 
contended that the defendant was, within section 42 of the 
Hailsham Cattle Market Act, selling on land in his own occupation. 
Counsel for the plaintiff company contended that section 42 of the 
Hailsham Cattle Market Act, 1871, superseded section 13 of the Markets 
and Fairs Clauses Act, 1847, and that these sections are additional to 
and not restrictive of the common law remedies of the plaintiff com 
pany. He referred to The Mayor, &c., of the City of Birmingham v. 
Foster (70 L. T. 371), Fearon v. Mitchell (L. R. 7 Q. B. 690), Aber 
gavenny Commissioners v. Straker (42 Ch. D. 83), and Wilcox v. Steel 
(1904, 1 Ch. 212). Counsel for the defendant submitted that he came 
within the exception to the prohibition, and was therefore protected, 
because he was a person selling ‘‘on any land or on any holding belong 
ing to him or in his occupation.”’ When a statutory market is estab 
lished, the rights given by the statute supersede any rights apper- 
taining to a prescriptive or franchise market. Moreover, as a rule, 
sale of a man's goods in the regular and ordinary course of his business 
in his own shop is not a disturbance of old markets : Manchester Cor- 
poration v. Lyons (22 Ch. D. 39). Cur. adv. vult. 

Saroant, J., in the course of a long judgment, said : I am inclined 
to think that section 42 of the private Act is an express variation of 
section 13 of the Markets and Fairs Clauses Act, 1847, and accordingly 
that any exemption given by section 13 to a sale in a shop is extended 
to a sale on any land or building belonging to or occupied by the 
vendor. The prohibition in section 13, which applies to every day, is 
limited by section 42, so as to apply to market days only, but I do 
not think that the exemptions from the prohibition in section 42 can 
be so limited. It would be absurd to allow sales on market days which 
are forbidden on other days. The exemption in section 42 must, in my 
view, extend the exemption to section 13, so that houses and buildings 
belonging to or occupied by the vendor are freed not only on market 
days but on all days. And the plaintiff company’s market being an 
ordinary or normal charter market, the monopoly incident to such a 
market would have entitled them to complain of and succeed in restrain 
ing the defendant's proceedings : Elwessv. Payne (12 Ch. D. 468). I am 
equally clear, however, that the acts of the defendant, taken in their 
totality, do not go beyond selling or exposing for sale on land belonging 
to him or in his occupation. The next question now arises, whether the 
words of exception occurring in these and similar sections merely give 
exemption from the penalties in the section and the prohibition implied 
in such penalties, or whether they also give exemption from any 
general prohibition against the excepted acts that would otherwise be 
imposed from the custom of a statutory market. In my judg- 
ment, the latter is the correct view : see Abergavenny Commissioners 
v. Straker (auvra). The claim of the plaintiffs fails. and the action is 
dismissed, with costs.—CounseL, Mark I. Romer, K.C., and Meyrick 
Beebee; Martelli, K.C., and William A. Casson. Soxicrrors, Tippetts, 
for Coles, Sons, & Tilburn, Hailsham and Eastbourne; Hart, Reade. & 
lo 

(Reported br L. M. Mar, Barricter-at-Law.] 


Re FULLER. ARNOLD + CHANDLER. Neville, J. 
17th and 18th December. 


Wiutt—Constraucrion—‘‘ House anp Lanp Now In THE OccuPATION oF 
R”’—Parcets Dirrerent rrom Description in a LEASE OF THE PRO 
perty—Worps ‘“ Hovsr anp Lanp’’"’ Comprenenp Extra Precr or 
Lanp INCLUDED In THE LEASE. 


A gift by a@ testator of the net income from “ a house and land known 
as No. 41, 8 Strget, now in the occupation of R.,”’ 





Held, to include the income arising from a piece of land at the rear of 


No. 41, not originally occupied with the premises, but leased twelve years 
ago by the testator, together with No. 41, to R 

This was an adjourned summons to determine whether the income 
from a certain piece of land at the rear of a house passed under a gift 


of the income of the “house and land.’”” No. 41, S—— Street is 
a house with outbuildings and a small garden attached, and at the 
rear of it there is a large piece of land, which did not originally 
belong to it, and was not originally occupied with the premises. 
Some ten years before the testator made his will, and some twelve 
years before his death, he had granted a lease of the house and 
the large piece of land in the rear thereof, specifically describing 
the house “with the yard, stables and coachhouses in the 
rear, and also that piece of land in the rear of the premises,” 
bounded as thereon stated. By his will he gave the net annnaj 
income from the freehold house and land, known as No. 4, 
S—— Street, ‘“‘now in the occupation of R.’’ The question was, did 
that gift pass the income of the large piece of land at the rear of the 
house. 

Nevite, J., after stating the facts, said: Here the testator has 
used the words “house and land.”’ In my judgment this is sufficient 
to pass the land in the rear as well as the house, and it is not n 
to follow the description of the parcels in the lease.—CounseL, Peter. 
son, K.C., and Austen Cartmell ; MacSwinney ; Stamp; Jenkins, K.C.. 
and Dighton Pollock. Sorscrtors, C. & J. Dodd ; Langhams, for J. 
Wesley, Dorking. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law,] 





County Court Cases. 


MORRIS v. PHILCOX. Wandsworth County Court. Judge Harrington. 
14th December. 


HusBanp AND Wire—SeparaTion Deep—JvuDGMENT FOR WIFE Fos 
ARREARS oF MAINTENANCE wiTH Costs—Ricur or Wire's Sovicrtor 
Tro Sve tHe Huvussanp For THE CosTs—NECESSARI£ES—IMPLIED 
AvuTHority to Wire To PLepce Huspanp’s CREDIT. 

A solicitor for a separated wife can recover from the husband as 
necessaries the costs of bringing a successful action on behalf of the 
wife against the husband for arrears of maintenance under the separa- 
tion deed. 

In this case the plaintiff was a solicitor, and he sued the defendant 
for professional charges and services rendered to and being nece 
for May Philcox, the defendant's wife, and arising in connection wi 
two successful actions brought by the defendant’s wife against the 
defendant for arrears of maintenance due under a separation deed, in 
both of which actions May Philcox obtained judgment for the amount 
claimed with costs. The parties were separated by mutual consent. 
Counsel for the plaintiff contended (1) that this woman was a deserted 
wife; (2) that as such she had implied authority to pledge her 
husband's credit for necessaries; and (3) that these legal expenses were 
necessaries, and in support of the last proposition he cited Wilson v. 
Ford (L. R. 3 Ex. 63) and Ottaway v. Hamilton (L. R. 3 C. P. 39. 
Counsel for the defendant took the preliminary point that the matter 
was res judicata because the plaintiff in this action had already taken 
in other proceedings in the name of the wife a judgment for these 
very same costs, and could have no other locus stand; in any circum- 
stances except that of agent for the wife under her implied authority 
to pledge her husband’s credit for necessaries. If es a were given 
for him now in this action there would be two judgments obtained by 
two different people in respect of the same liability. The preliminary 
point failed. By way of defence to the action counsel for the defend- 
ant contended (1) that the presumption of authority, which was only 4 
presumption of fact, was gone so soon as the deed of separation by 
mutual consent had been entered into; (2) that in substitution for that 
authority there was the agreement, and the claim was in respect 0 
legal’ expenses for carrying into effect that very agreement which put 
an end to the authority, and that the action was quite misconceived. 
The solicitor had elected to look to the wife, and to the wife only, 
for these costs, and he could not establish or justify any new or inde- 
pendent right arising in him by reason of the breach of the agree 
ment which the actions were brought to enforce, because the implied 
authority of the wife is a delegated authority only, and not an inherent 
authority : Eastland v. Burchell (1878, 3 Q. B. D. 432). He also con- 
tended that the cases relied on as to what are necessaries were not 
applicable, because they were cases of separation by op ration of law, at 
different considerations applied as to the wife’s authority to pledge 
her husband's credit in such cases to those cases of separation by mutu 
consent under a deed which provides for an allowance for the wife, and 
on this point he cited Gundell v. Godmond (1836, 5 A. & E. 755), where 





the court held that the legal expenses of prosecuting a husband to con 
viction for assault were not necessaries. 

His Honour Judge Harrincton, after stating the facts; said : I find 
that this woman was a deserted wife; that it was necessary for her # 
bring this action, and that it was necessary for her to employ 4 soli- 
citor for that purpose ; and I hold, on the authority of Wilson v. Ford 
(supra), that these costs were necessaries, and that the solicitor can 5v® 
the husband to recover them. Judgment for the plaintiff with costs.— 
| Counset, F. O. Robinson; Leonard M. May. Soticitors, W. 
| Morris; H. V. Harraway. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 





The Morning Post states that the Prize Court at Alexandria, 
| the 19th inst., confiseated the German steamship Emil, and rejected & 
| British mortgagees’ claim. follow:ng the precedent made by the London 


' Prize Court in the case of The Marie Glaeser. 
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MESSRS. H. E. 


6, POULTRY, H.C. 


FOSTER & CRANFIELD’S LIST. 





PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
conduct PERIODICAL SALES of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITI&S, 
LIFE POLICIES, 
Morvenae Debts and Bonds, and 
Kindred Intereste, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhonse-yard, E.C. 
The dates fixed for 1915 are as follows :— 
Thursday, March 4 Thursday, August 5 
Thursday, Mareh 18 Thursday, August 19 
Thursday, April 1 rsday, September 2 
Thursday, April 15 Thursday, September 16 
Thursday, May 6 Thursday, October 7 
Thursday, May 20 Thursday, October 21 
Thursday, June 3 Thursday, November 4 
Thureday, June 17 Thursday, November 18 
Thursday, July 1 Thursday, December 2 
Thursday, July 15 Thursday, December 16 
Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telegrams, “ Invari- 
ably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2963, 2964, and 2065 City. 





THURSDAY NEXT.—Periodical Sale No. 1,016.— 


= Roversta. sen 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on 
THURSDAY, MAROH 4 :— 

The ABSOLUTE REVERSION, receivable on the 
deceate of a lady aged 6%, to one-seventh of a Trust Fand 
producing about £100 per annum.—Partioulars of George 
R, Oran, Eeq., Solicitor, 5, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 
£.0. ; and ot the Auctioneers. 





THURSDAY — "~—on Sale No. 1,016.— 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Perio tical Sale No. 1016.— 


4 a Reversion. s 
\ ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
a will SELL by AUCTION, on THU&3DAY, 
MARCH 4:— 

The ABSOLUTE REVERSION, rece'vable on the 
decease of laiy aged 60, to one-sixth of about £9,750.— 
Particulars of Messrs. Davis and Tarlor, Solicitors, 11, 
Lincoln’s Ina-fields, W.C.; and of the Auctioneers. 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Peridical Bale No. 1,016.— 





Annuity. 
MESSBS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD | 
4 


wil SELL by AUCTION, on THURSVAY, 
MaRCH 4:— 

An ANNUITY of £175 16s. psyable to a cantleman agod 
63, subject to certain charges.—Particuiars of M. A. 
Jacobs, E q., Solwitor, 73 and 74, Jermyn-street, 8.W. ; 
of F. 8, Sataman, Eeq., F.C.A., 1 and 2, Bucklersbury, 
£.C. ; and of tne Auctioneers. 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Periodical Sale No. 1,016,— 


ETS P Reversions. 
\ ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
a will BELL by AUUTION, on THURSDAY, 
MARCH 4, ia Lots:— 

Threa ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS, receivable on the 
decease of a lady aged 79, to One-fourih of Lesehold 
Properties ani Stocke; also the ABSOLUTE REVER- 
SION, receivable on the decease of a laiy aged 53, to 
Shares of Property in County Carlow,—Particalars of 
Messrs, Colyer & Colyer, Soliciwrs, 1, Clement's - inn, 
Strand, W.C. ; and of the Auctioneers. 


THURSDAY one ~* ee Sale No. 1,016.— 
olicy. 
\ ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
4 











will SELL by AUCTION, on TEESE, | 


MARCH 4:— 
A POLIOY of ASSURANCE for the sum of 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Periodical Sale No. 1,016.— 


Ds me Reversion. . * - 
\ ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
4 wil SELL by AUOTION, on THURSDAY, 
MAKCH 4:— 

The REVERSION, receivable on the decesse of a laty 
aged 33, to ths whole of a Trast Fand of the estimated 
valae of £3,384.—Particulars of Alfred Powell, Esq., 
Solicitor, 37, Essex-strest, Strand, W.C.; and of the 
Auctioneers 





THURSDAY NEX a Sale No. 1,016,— 
‘ol 


cies, 
areal oo nl J Ma s ml 
N ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
1 will SEL by AUCTION, on THURSDAY, 
MARCH 4:— 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE for 
£1 800 SCOrTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION. 
»YUY) lite 58; premiums £43 198, 103. Vested 
boauses £4, 
£300 PROVIDENT CLERKS and GENERAL 
~VVV>) MUTUAL LIFE AS3URANCE AS8v.- 
CIATION. Same life. Premiums £5 168.54. 
Bonuses £90 15s, 
Particu'ars of Messrs. Oldfields, Solic'tors, 18, Wal- 
broos, E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 6, Pou!try, EB. 0. 


PERLODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
V ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFLELD 


beg to aunouuce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
will be held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yara, E C.,0a 
foilowing dates :— 
Wednesday, March 10 
Wednesday, March v4 





Wednesday, July 28 
Wednesday, September 8 
Wednesday, September 22 
Wednesday, October 13 
Wednesday, October 27 

W ednesday, Nuvember 10 
Wednesday, November 24 


Wednesday, April 23 
Wednesday, May 12 
Weinesday, May 26 
Wednesday, June 9 


version. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION on THURSDAY, 
MARCH 4 :-— 
The ABSOLUTE REVERSION, receivable on the eath. 
decease of life 62, to 9/20 of about £2,300. —Particuiars of Particulars of Messrs, 
Richard , Keq., Solicitor, 35, New Broad-street, E.C. ; 


and of the Auctioneers, the Auctioneers, 











Societies. 
The Birmingham Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee of the 
above society for the year ended 3lst December, 1914 :— 

Officers and Committee.—Mr. J. Hargreave was elected to the office 
of president, and Mr. A. 8S. Bennett was re-elected vice-president 
immediately after the last annual meeting. Mr. L. Arthur Smith was 
re-elected honorary secretary. 

Membere.—The membership of the society is in a satisfactory con 
dition, the number of members remaining the same as last year. Ten 
members have resigned, three have died, fcur have ceased membership 
by reason of non-payment of subscriptions, and seventeen new members 
have been elected; the number on the register on 31st December, 
1914, was 370. Twenty-one barristers have during the year subscribed 
for the privilege of using the hbrary. Your committee report with 
regret the deaths of Messrs. G. Harward (Stourbridge) and E. R. 
Williams. 

European War.—The European War, in which our country became 
involved at the beginning of last August, has affected your society 
and the legal profession generally in a variety of ways. Eighty-one 
solicitors practising within a radius of twenty-five miles of Birming 
ham and thirty-five articled pupils, have answered the call of their 
King and country, and are now serving in His Majesty’s Forces, and 
a list of them will be found in Appendix A. Prominent among them 
are Lieut.-Colonel Martineau, who resigned his post of Lord Mayor 
of Birmingham in order to join his battalion, and Lieut.-Colonel Peat 
son, the Chairman of the Board of Legal Studies. Your committee 
have passed a resolution that the subscriptions of all members, and of 
other gentlemen entitled to the use of the library, be remitted while 
they are engaged in His Majesty's Forces, the subscription so remitted 
in the case of a member of a firm being treated as that of the second- 
named member of the firm. Another result of the war has been a 
reduction in the number of articled clerks attending the classes of the 
Board of Legal Studies, but there is no intention at present to dis 
continue these classes. 

Medals and Horton Prize.—The Law Society has not awarded this 
society's gold medal for 1914, and the dividends on the Horton Prize 
Fund will therefore be added to the capital and invested in Consols in 
accordance with the trust deed. The bronze medal for last year has 


been awarded to Mr. T. L. Bayley (articled to Mr. R. J. Curtis), who 
took Second Class Honours in 1914, and your committee have added 
to it a prize of books to the value of £3 3s. 


4 7.4: effected with the LONDON AsSUR. 

£155,000, ANCE COMPANY on the life of a gen- 
tleman born October 21, 1873; annual 
remium £4,966, until 1951 or previoas | 


: Surtees, Phillpotts & Oo., | Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultr 
Solicitors, 6, St. Helen’s-place, Bishopsgate, E.C.; and of | Telegrams: “Invariably Stock, London. 


Wednesday, Doce.» ber 8 

Wednesday, July 14 Wednesday, December 22 
Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
| sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
y London, B.C. 
" Tel. Nos, 2963, 


Wednesday, April 14 | 
Wednesday, June 23 | 


| 2064, and 2965 City. 


Birmingham Board of Legal Studies.—The Board has during the 
year continued to conduct the Classes for Law Students, and issued a 
of their financial year, on the 51st August, a copy of 
Your committee have again 
made a grant of £50 to the Board out of revenue of the society for the 
year under review, and have continued the offer of prizes in each of 


report at the close 
which will be found in Appendix C. 


the classes on examinations held last year. These examinations were 
held at the end of the summer tern im July, which closes the official 
The following is the result of the examinations 
for these prizes In the Senior Class the prize was awarded to Mr. 
lr. G. Mander, articled to Mr. J. Hargreave, and Mr. 8. F. Snape, 
articled to Mr. H. Johnson ¢Coventry), who were considered equal im 
merit. and it will be divided between them. The Junior Class prize 
has been awarded to Mr. FE. E. Brown, articled to Mr. J. H. Stock- 
dale (Wednesbury), and the Bookkeeping prize has also been awarded 
to Mr. Brown. These prizes, with the bronze medal, will ve presented 
at the annual meeting 

G. J. Johnson Memorial.—Vhe memorial referred to in last year's 
report was presented to the society at the last annual meeting, the 
tablet being unveiled and the president invested with the cham and 


year of the Board 


badge. 

Birmingham Corporation Act, 1914 (Probate Area) In connection 
with the prometion of this Act the corporation took advantage of the 
opportunity to endeavour to set at rest the doubt that had arisen as 
to whether the extension of the city by the passing of the ‘‘ Greater 
Birmingham ”’ Act in 1911 altered the area of the jurisdiction of the 
Birmingham Probate Registry, and your committee took active steps 
in supporting this part of the Bill. Your president and honorary 
secretary tendered evidence before the Parliamentary Committee and 
also before the President of the Probate Division in favour of the 
whole of the enlarged city being considered to lie within the area of 
the Birmingham Probate Registry, and the following Clause No. 54) 
formed part of the Bill on its receiving the Royal assent :—54. Whereas 
by the City of Birmingham Order, 1891, which was confirmed by the 
Local Government Board’s Provisional Order Confirmation (No. 13) 
Act. 1891. the Birmingham (Extension) Order, 1909, which was con- 
firmed by the Local Government Board’s Provisional Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 7) Act, 1909, and the Order of 1911, the area of the 
city was enlarged by the addition thereto of areas situate in the 
counties of Stafford, Warwick and Worcester. And whereas by each 
of the said orders it was provided that the boundaries of the counties 
thereby affected should be altered so that the city should be wholly 
situate in the county of Warwick. And whereas, notwithstanding the 
provisions of the said Orders, doubts have arisen whether the city is 
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situate wholly in the county of Warwick for the purposes of the Court 
of Probate Act, 1857, and of the Acts amending the same. Be it 
therefore enacted for the removal of such dounts that the city is 
wholly comprised in the county of Warwick for the purposes of the 
Court of Probate Act, 1857, and of the Acts amending that Act. 

Birmingham Stock Lachange.—\|n March a letter was received from 
the Birmingham Stock Exchange that their committee had passed the 
following resolution, viz. :—‘‘ ‘i hat in future no application for official 
quotation of the shares of a company will be entertained if the com 
pany’s articles of association (1) confer upon the directors power to 
refuse to register a transfer of tuily paid-up shares to a person of whom 
they do not approve or from a shareholder who is indebted to the 
company, or (2) give the company a lien upon fully-paid shares.’’ And 
that the passing of this resolution would bring the regulations of the 
Birmingham Exchange into line with those ot London, Glasgow and 
Liverpool. 

Birmingham P or Man s 
nominated Messrs. W. Barrow, D. 
B. Shirley Smith as the representatives of 
mittee of the association for 1914 

Supreme Court (Poor Persons) Rules, 1914.—Early in the year new 
rules were prepared to enable poor persons, whether suing or defend 
ing, to obtain legal assistance free of cost to themselves, and the views 
of your committee were sought both by the Law Society and by the 
district registrars. The rules were carefully considered by your com 
mittec, and their suggestions upon them were embodied in a report 
which was communicated to the Lord Chancellor. It is gratifying to 
note that a number of these suggestions vere embodied in the rules 
as finally settled. The rules came into forces on the 9th June, 1914, 
and provided for the formation by the prescribed ofticers (the dis 
trict registrars) of two lists, viz (1) Solicitors and counsel willing 
to enquire into and report upon cases submitted to them by the pre 
scribed officers. (2) Solicitors and counsel willing to be assigned to 
assist poor persons, when admitted, in the conduct ef the proceedings. 
The success of these rule in which the Lord Chancellor had taken a 
great interest, is las rely dependent upon the support given to them 
by solicitors, and a special request was received from the Council of 
the Law Society that your committee would help to obtain this. Accord 

ent to the members of expressing 
would give their favourable consideration to the 
matter, and that as many as felt able to do so would place their names 
both of the lists, copies of which were open for entry at the 
library. A number of members responded, and the lists were supplied 
to the district registrars, by whom they will now be kept. Your com 
mittee are informed by the district registrars that up to the 3ilst 
1914, ippheations kad been sent by them to 
olicitors to report upon. Nia referred to matter, 
a claim to an estate, three others referred to claims to estates, one was 
to defend an action for an injunction, and the remaining seventeen 
related to divorce proceedings The district registrars also received 
from London, forwarded to Birmingham solicitors, two applica 
tions for assistance in the conduct of actions 

[Appendix A contains the names of solicitors and articled clerks of 
Birmingham serving in H.M. Forces. } 
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Companies, 
Legal and General Life Assurance Society. 
rOTAL PREMIUM INCOME OVER £1,000,C00. 


The annual general meeting was held on the 23rd inst., at the chief 
offices, 10, Fleet-street, Mr. Komer Williams, D.L., J.P., presiding. 

The Chairman said he did not think the proprietors would be sur 
prised to hear that the new business transacted in 1914 was less than 
that completed in 1913, but the decline was not a 
might be attributed, he believed, in part to the disturbance caused by 
the war and to some extent to the fact that about 33 per cent. of the 
society's staff had entered the Army or Navy. (Hear, hear.) It was, 
he thought, a matter for congratulation that, for the first time in the 
society's history the total premium income amounted to over 
#£1,000,000. Dealing with the life assurance fund only, he stated that 
£96,745 had been received as purchase money for annuities amount 
ing to £8,596 9s. 4d., and, on the other hand, the society had been 
relieved of the payment otf £4,567 15s. 6d. a year owing to the deaths 
of annuitants. On the other side of the account the claims last year 
(he was dealing again with net figures) on the life assurance fund 
amounted to £548,569, as against £569,195 in 1913. These total claims 
were divided in the accounts into £510,048 due to deaths and £38,321 
on account of endowment assurances matured in the year. The amount 
of claims paid was larger tha: had appeared in the accounts before, 
but as regarded death claims, this was entirely due to casualties in 
the present war. 

Notwithstanding these unavoidable losses, it was gratifying to note 
that the total claims by death no more than coincided with the ex 
pectation under the table upon which the company’s reserves were 
calculated, while the number of persons who died was 252, as against 
515 expected under the tables of mortality employed by the society. 
The amount paid for commission was materially less than that paid 
in 1913, and the ratio of total commission and expenses to total net 


serious one, and 





premium income worked out at 11.3 per cent., against 11.7 per cent. in 
1Y¥15, or, combining the lite and general funds, 11.2 per cent., against 
11.5 per cent. in lyl3, ‘That, he thought they woulda agree, was very 
satistactory. ‘The funds now amounted to nearly £10,5UU0,000, having 
been increased in the year by roughly £/00,00U. About 2d per cent, 
of this sum was invested in Stock Exchange or convertible securities, 
the balance being placed in various forms of security specified in the 
A very large proportion of the society s investments were 


accounts. 
He con- 


in the form of bonds or stock redeemable at a tixed date. 
cluded by moving the adoption of the report and accounts. 

The Deputy Chairman (Mr. Charles P. Johnson, J.P.) seconded the 
motion, which was carried unanimously, and other formal business 
having been disposed of, the proceedings terminated with a vote of 
thanks to the chairman, the directors, Mr. E. Colquhoun (the actuary 
and manager), and the staff. 








Law Students’ Journal, 


The Law Society, 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION, 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on Srd and 4tli 
February, 1915; 

Addieshaw, John Hemmingway. 
Barker, Percy Helsby 
Blakeway, Nvel Carleton, 
Champion, Cyril Frank. 
Coilinson, Maicolm. 
Cooke, Harold Heward. 
Corlett, Alfred Lingham., 
Eccleston, Ernest Edward. 
Evans, Arthur, 

risk, Rudolph Lancaster, 
trarnett, Nenry Keginald 
George, Arthur Llewelyn. 
Geoffrey 


Kitcat, Eustace Nugent. 
Lord, William Henry. 
Loy, Archibald. 
Maniar, Manbhoy Baloobhoy. 
Manley, Gerald Arthur Churchill, 
Mayo, Reginald George Edmund, 
Morris, lawal Thomas. 
Prior, Godfrey Kemeys. 
Ratcliffe, Laurence Percy. 
Ryland, Frank Henry honcelik. 
Saunders, William George Rhymes, 
‘’hompstone, Eric Westoury. 
Upfill, Thomas Henry. 
Wagstaff, Ernest Edmund. 
Wauers, Sydney Evelyn. 
Hickson, William Osborn. White, Charles Frederick. 
Howell, Arthur Gatheral. White, William Henry. 
Number of candidates, 52; passed, 33. 
By Order otf the Council, 
: E. R. Cook, Secretary. 
Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
; 19th February, 1915, 


Aked., 

Hawkins, Severin 
Anthony. 

Heys, Jonn Hardman. 


Law Students’ Society. 

University or Lonpon Law Stupents’ Socrety.—At a meeting held 
on Tuesday, February 23rd, 1915, at University College (Mr. R. F. 
Levy, president, in the chair), the subject for debate was: ‘ That 
mutual consent should be recognised as a ground for divorce.’’ The 
meeting was a record one for the society in point of attendance. Of 
the twenty-seven present six were ladies, among them being Mrs. 
the Divorce Law Retorm Union, Mrs. How 

Miss Ashworth opened in the affirmative, 
and Mr. W. H. Easty in the negative. The following also spoke: 
Messrs. C. F. Inniss, KE. M. Duke, H. P. Wells, H. Todd Thornbery, 
E. Thatcher, R. H. Gregorowski, B. K. Mantri, Lieutenant H. F. 
Silverwood, Miss Alton, Mrs. How Martyn, and Mrs. Tiedeman. The 
leaders replied, and, on the motion being put to the meeting, it was 
lost by 14 votes to 13. 


liedeman, secretary of 
Marty:rt and Mrs. Haig. 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Mr. Rosert Artuur Grirritn has been appointed to be Stipendiary 
Magistrate at Merthyr Tydvil, in the place of the late Sir Thomas 
Marchant Williams. Mr. Griffith, who was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in 1903, belongs to the North Wales, Chester and 
Glamorgan circuit. 

Mr. James Wittiam Mvurison (First Assistant Judge) has been 
appointed to be Judge of His Britannic Majesty's Court for Zanzibar; 
and Mr. Tuomas Symonps Tomiinson (Second Assistant Judge) has 
been appointed to be Assistant Judge of that court. 


General. 


Mr. Harold Agnew, aged fifty-four, of Heawood Hall, Chelford, 
Cheshire, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs Sale & Co., of Booth-street, 
Manchester, a nephew of the late Sir William Agnew, and cousin of 
Sir George Agnew, M.P. for West Salford, whcse will has recently 
been proved, left estate of the gross value of £145,416. 
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Although the election does not take place until Midsummer Day, 
three candidates have already come forward for the Shrievalty of the 
City—ramely, Mr. 8. G. Shead, Master of the Gardeners’ Company, 
Surgeon-Colonel Dr. W. R. Smith, M.¥., late Mayor of Holborn, and 
Mr. George Haysom, a member of the Corporation. For the first time 
for many years no aldermen are candidates for election, as all have 
already served the office. 


In the House of Commons, on the 18th inst., in answer to Sir R. 
Cooper, Mr. Robertson said : Under the terms of Paragraph 8 of the 
Trading with the Enemy Proclamation, No. 2, of the 9th September, 
licences have been granted to import certain classes of goods of German 
origin in a limited number of cases. In issuing these licences regard 
has been had to the special requirements of this country and the ajffi 
culty of obtaining the particular descriptions of goods except from this 
source, 

The funeral took place at Brookwood Cemetery last Saturday of Mr. 
Thomas Lean Wilkinson, barrister, Grand Registrar of the United 
Grand Lodge of Freemasons of England. A service was held at the 
church of St. Mary in the Boltons, South Kensington, at which Grand 
Lodge was represented by the Deputy Grand Registrar (Mr. W. F. 
Hamilton, K.C.), the president of the Board of General Purposes (Mr. 
Alfred F. Robbins), the past president of the Board (Mr. R. Loveland 
Loveland, K.C.), the grand secretary (Sir Edward Letchworth), the 
assistant grand secretary (Mr, W. Resbury Few), and Mr. ‘I. H. 
Gardiner, past grand deacon. 

Papers on the rating portion of the Land Enquiry Committee's report 
were read at the Surveyors’ Institution on the 22nd inst. by Mr. Isaa 
Dixon and Mr. E. H. N. Ryde. Mr. Dixon dealt with the question 
of the transference of a portion of present expenditure to site value. 
He agreed that some portion «f the required money might with advan 
tage be raised directly from the site, but to fix it at ld. in the pound 
was not desirable owing to the varying rate in the pound throughout 
the country. A site rate of ld. would effect a greater change in a dis 
trict with a low rate than in a district with a high rate. His view was 
that a proportion of each year’s money should be raised by means of 
the site rate, and should be about one-eighth or one-tenth. ~ 

Lieutenant R. F. Gore-Browne, of the Royal Field Artillery, says the 
Westminster Gazette, who broke his leg in attempting to esc ape from 
Lille, is the second son of Mr. Frank Gore-Browne, K.C. It was 
through the courtesy of a German officer that his relatives learned of 
the young officer’s accident. Imprisoned together, Lieutenant Gore 
Browne and Lieutenant Gillespie, of the Gordon Highlanders, dropped 
from a retaining wall, a distance of over 40 ft. Lieutenant Gillespie 
was unhurt, but Lieutenant Gore-Browne broke his leg. Lieutenant 
Gillespie self-sacrificingly remained with his friend, and both were 
recaptured. Lieutenant Gore-Browne, who is an Oxford man, is well 
known in University sporting and amateur theatrical circles. He 
represented Oxford in the last inter-’Varsity boxing competition prior 
to the war. He has been a well-known figure on the Brooklands track. 

At Bow-street Police Court, on the 19th inst., says the 7'imes, befor: 

Mr. Graham Campbell, Ernest Clarke, proprietor of the Topical Fiim 
Agency, of Charing Cross-road and Manchester, was summoned for 
having on his premises more thaa the prescribed amount of kinemato 
graph films without a permit from the Chief Officer of Police. Mr. 
dluskett, who supportea on behalf of the- Commissioner of Police, said 
that the proceedings were taken under the Defence of the Realm 
(Consolidation) Act, 1914, by which any person who had in his 
possession im the county of London more than 6,000 ft., or 24 Ib., of 
Kinematograph film without a permit was liable to a penalty of six 
months’ imprisonment or a fine of £100. It was most essential that 
this new emergency legislation should be strictly obeyed, for there was 
no doubt that the explosion of a bomb near combustible material of 
this character would vastly increase the danger of a serious conflagra 
tion. The magistrate imposed a penalty of £15 and £5 5s. costs, and 
said that he would deal more severely with any other case of a similar 
character, : 
_ Mr. Justice Boyd, says the Times, delivered judgment, on the 19th 
inst., in the Dublin Bankruptcy Court, on a motion which was heard 
some weeks ago, that the satary which Mr. Richard Hazleton receives 
a8 a member of Parliament should be attached in respect of the costs 
in the North Louth election petition by which Mr. Hazleton was 
unseated after winning the seat in 1910. Mr. Hazleton failed to pay 
the taxed costs of the petition and an execution was issued against 
him, but nothing was realised on it. Further proceedings were 
threatened against him in England, and he filed a petition in the Irish 
Courts and was adjudicated a bankrupt on the 5th June, 1914. The 
present applicants were appointed his assignees in the matter. Mr. 
Justice Boyd said he was of opinion that the salary of £400 a year 
which Mr. Hazleton received was an income within the provisions of 
the sections of the Irish Bankruptcy Acts, and he made an order for 
the payment out of the salary of £200 a year to the official assignee 
to be applied by him in discharge of the debt. The assignees were 
allowed their costs. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Lord C. Beresford asked the 
Prime Minister whether he could now make an announcement as to 
whether the British Government would immediately place all food and 
faw material used to foster German industries on the list of absolute 
coutraband of war; and whether he would consider the possibility, in 
Order to make this declaration more powerful, of sending a Joint Note 
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from the Allies, France, Russia, Japan, and Great Britain, all equally 
concerned in ending the war, stating their determination to enforce 
these stringent measures with a view of hastening the end of the war. 
Mr. Asquith : The Allied Governments are considering what action it 
would be proper for them to take by way of reprisals against the 
German policy of attacking and destroying British, Allied, and neutral 
merchant vessels without warning and without any attempt to save the 
lives of the civilian and innocent crews. Pending such decision, which 


I hope will soon be announced, I can make no statement as to the 
nature and scope of the measures to be taken or the form in which 


they will be made public. Lord C. Beresford : Will it be a Joint Note, 
and not a Note from Britain alore’?’ Mr. Asquith: I cannot yet say 
that. Certainly there will be a Note from Great Britain, and I hope 
there will be a Joint Note. 








Hereina, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making « speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone : City 377; 


Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford ” Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford ”’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of WitttaM Baker & Co.—[ApvrT.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
Date. ROTA. No. 1 Jovex W ARRINGTON, 
Monday Mar. 1§Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell Mr. Bloxam Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday .... 2 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Creswell 
Wednesday .. 3 Leach Jolly Synge torrer 
Thureday .... 4 Charch Korrer Farmer Synge 
Friday . a Synge Goldschmidt Church Farmer 
Saturday .... 6 Farmer * Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 


Monday Mar. Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday ...... Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 
Wednesday Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell 
Thursday Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
sscees Jolly Leach Borrer Bloxam 
Satarday ... borrer Church Greswell Synge 


Mr. Justice 


aS orm ooo 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


March 4.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute 
Reversious, Annuities, and Policies of Assurance (see advertisement, p. 305). 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep re Omarcent. 
London Gazette.—FRrmvAy, Feb 12. 


COLLARD Bros, LTD.—Creditors fare required, on or before Feb 2!, to send in their 
names and addresses, and ticulars of their debta or claims, to F. G. Collard, 
Liquidator, care of Ernest E. Smi.h, 23, St. Swithin's In. 

MONTROSE MATABELE Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to" send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Willian 
Watkins, 62. London Wall, liquidator. 

SALSBURY LAMPS, LTD.—Creditors,are orn on or before Mar 20 to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars their debts or claims, to Frederick Westcott 
and Arthur Riding, liquidators, 15, Eastcheap, 

WEsT LANCASHIKE Motor Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 4, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, td 
Fred 8, Marsh, 13, Hoghton st, Southport, liquidator, 














London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Kiitsy Burien & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 25, to 
send their names and addrewes, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Cyril H. Temple, 11, Poultry, liquidator. 

Eoyprtay Surprise Co, Lrp.—Creditors are require!, on or before Mar 1, to 
send theirnames and addrerse:, andthe particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Ra!ph Percy Campbell, 1, Craig's ct, liqui \ator. 

Lrcan, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 30, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R. F. W. Fincham 3, War- 
wick ct, Gray's Inn, and Henry Morgan 62, London Wall, joint liquidators. 

Home SHIPPING Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 26, to send their 
names and a‘dresses, and the particulars «f their debts or claims, to Mr. F. W° C. 
Common, Exchange bidg*, Q ‘ay-ide, Newcastle on Tyne, liquidator. 

NEWCASTLE MATTRESS MANUFACTURING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required on or before 
Mar 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Arthur George Greaves, 2, St Nicholas bidgs, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Hiqu'dator. 

M. N. MARGERIsON & Son, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 20, to 
send in their names and adresses, and the particniars of their debts or claims, 
to Nathaniel Duxbury, 27, Richmond ter, Blackburn, liquidator. 

ROBERT SMITH, LtD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, op or 
before Mar 4, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Parkin Stanley Booth, 2, Bixteth st, Liverpool, liquidator 


London Gazetts.—Fripay, Feb. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Grorck Rocens & Sons, Lrp.—Crediters are required, on or before Mar 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of th: ir debts or claims, to Juhn Evans, 
Welshpool, liquidator. 

GLYNLLECH ANTHRACITE COLLIERY (Co, LTD. (ABERCRAYE’. —Creditors are required, on 
or before Arril 7, to send the'r names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Arthur Dayies, 10, New rd, Lianelly, liquidator. 

LIGHTHOUSE RapiaToR Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 6, to 
send their names and addressees. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Brunrdon Rapkins, 10, Wellingten pl, Gnildford, liquidater. 

Moss Brick, TILE, Sto, AND Coat Co, Lap. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—CTed'ters 
are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their namcs and sddresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Mr. Jonat‘an Smith Hancock, 57, surrey st, Sheffield, 
liquidator. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Feb 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

DURHAM COKE AND Bys-TRopvctTs Co, Ltp.—‘ reditors are required, on or before Mar 
6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
A. Lewis Swinde!ls, 20, Mount st, Manchester, liquidator. . 

IMPERIAL FINE ART CORPORATION, LTD.- Creditors are required on or before Mar 22, to 
send their names and addresses, snd the particulars of their debts or cliims, to Mr. 
Reginald C. Brombead, ©.A., 15, Angel ct, Throgmerton st, B.C., Liquidator ; 

STAFFORDSHIRE SAuCK MA’ UPACTURERS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Mar 17, to send their namesand addre and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Robert Hal tead, Alliance Chambers, Horsefoir st, Leicest: r, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 12. 


Briar Wood and Produce Import Co, Ltd. 
HaskarJ and Mitcham, Ltd. 

Saunders, Davier & Co (Birmingham), Ltd. 
Pall Mall Press, Ltd. 

Viceroy Motors, Ltd. 

Walna Scar Green Slate Co (No 2), Ltd. 
Alec Hall, Ltd. 

Seward Mitchell & Co, Ltd. 

Sales and Adve: tising Sywlicate, Lt}. 


Lava Rink Co, Lid. 

Montrose Matabele (Co, Ltd. 

Yorkshire Film Exchange, Ltd. 

Tregrehan Mining Co, Lid. 

Yeast Products, Ltd. 

Frank Staines & Co, Ltd. 

pes bee and Tungsten Traders, Ltd. 

— Mining and Finance Syudicate, 
Ltd. 


Londen Gasette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 16 


Saxon Queen Stramship Co, Ltd. 
Tyser Line, Ltd. 

utd. Newcastle Mattress Mar ‘0, 
Cann and Partners, Ltd. Ltd ag Ss 
Silver Wolf, Ltd. Tregarthen's Hote), Ltd. 

A.I.V & Co, Ltd. Standard Sand Blast Machine Co, Ltd. 

8. M. Car Syndionte Ltd Ivory Coast Corporation, Ltd. 

Egyptian Shipping Co, Ltd. Glynilech Anth' acite Colliery Co, Ltd. 

J. and r, Ltd. 


Raymond Allen, Ltd. 


Colonial Shirt and Manufacturing Co, 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Feb 19. 
Bryning’s Laundry, Lt 
Pearsons (Cash Chemists), Ltd. 
British Organic Nitrogen Co (1908), Ltd. 
Liverpool and Cornwall Steamship Co, 
Lti 


Charlies W. Coop, Ltd. 

Midland Brick and Terra Cotta Co, Lid. 
Trust Assets Syndicate, Ltd. 

Magdalena River Steamboat Co, Ltd. 
Colombia Navigation Co, Ltd. 

Nigerian Petroleum Lands, Ltd. 

Alllance Bottling Co, Ltd. 

Numidian Steamship Co, Ltd 

Tarsalles, Ltd. 

J. D. Walker's World's Filn «, Ltd 


Charniey's Biscuits, Lid. 

Rabel Bronze, Ltd. 

Julies Levy & Oo, Ltd 

Oldham and Wilbey, Ltd. 

George Rogers and Sons, Ltd. 
British Honduras Preduce Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—Tuesday, Feb. 23. 


Ewing & Co (Glasgow), Ltd. 

Burton United Distilleries, Ltd. 

7S and Colonial Produce Trading Co, 
Una, Ltd. 

Burne, turner & Co, Ltd. 

Turkish Corporation, Ltd. 

Staffordshire Public House Trust Co, Ltd 
C. O'Hara & Bons, Ltd. 

Chemical] Contractors, Ltd. 
Hartlepools Recreation Co, Ltd. 


Ellen Oliver, Ltd. 

Helical Rollers, Ltd. 

W. T. Garne t & Co, Ltd. 

Penrhyn Moter Co, Ltd. 

— Park Animal Slaughtering Co, 


Imperial Fine Art Corporation, Ltd. 
Macclesfield Weaving Co, Ltd. 

Durham Coke and Bye-Products Co, Ltd. 
Liwadzi, Ltd. 

Wilsons and Furness-Leyland Line, Ltd. 
Argentine Timber and Estates Co, Ltd. 





—————$_—__ 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last DaY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TurspaY, Feb. 16. 
BEANFS. ALFRED EDWARD, Cr'cketfleld rosd, Clapton March 13 Lowitz v. Richardson 
and Otherr, Judge in Chambers, Room 696, Ruyal Courts Richardson, Howard-street, 
Norfolk street, Strand. 
SHEPPARD, FREDERICK ALLEN, J ank-chambers, High Holborn, Tailor 
Venab.es v. Sheppard,'Astbury, J. Hawes, Great Winchester-street 


March 15 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Feb. 19. 


RELY, CATHERINE, Windmill Farm, Rolvenden, Kent March 17 
and Eve, JJ., Buss, Tunbridge Weils, solicitors 


Relf v Dunk Joyce 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—¥uipay, Feb. 12. 


BAXTER, WALTER JamEs, Woodhouse, Leeds Mar 6 Coghlan & Hart, Leeds 

BAYES, H¥RBE«T GEORGE, Irthlingborough, Northampton Mar 31 Heygate & James 
Wellingborough 

BREACH, ELIZABETH MARY, Streatly, Berks Mari3 Rogers, Reading 

BRIGHT, HENRY OFFLEY, Manchester st, Barristerat Law Maris Pike & Corfield 
Old Bur ington st 

BROWN, GEORGE, Clanfield, Hants, Farmer Mar 11 Paricy, Petersfield 

Bruce, Hon HENRY LYNDHURST, Maida vale Mar 10 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

CHAMBERS, SARAH ANN, Bowdon, Chester April 13 Becell & Driver, Manchester 

COMPORT, EMiLI¥, Kitard, South Lambeth Mar 8 K«binson & Alifree, Ramsgate 

COULTHURST, GEORER, New st, Marylebone, Master Butcher Mar 26 Hall & Son, West 
Smithfield 

CRAIG, ROBERT, Middlesbrough, Innkeeper Mar 9 Hardy, Middlesbrough 

Curw, GEKTAUDE Lovisa JANE CAPEL, Torquay, Devon Mar 9 Lowe & Co, Temple 
gdns 

ERtg, VIOLET MARGERY Twys1Hor, Parkside, Knightsbridge Mar 31 Lawrence & Co, 
New sq 

FARLEY, HELEN Lovisa, Bolton gdns, South Kensington April 7 Rivington & Son, 
Fenchurch bldgs 

Foae, ISABKLLA, Leek, Staffs Mar 21 

FRENCH, PERCY HAMILTON, Westbury on Trym, Bristol 
Coleman st 

FREND Capt WILLIAM REGINALD, late of Sherwood Foresters, 
& Co, Manchester 

FoLcner, KATE ELIZABETH, Bury St Edmunds April 6 Greene & Greene, Bury & 
Edmunds 

GARNER, WILLIAM, Sperkbill, Birmingham Feb 28 Arnold & Son, Birmingham 

GELDER, CHARLES JOHN, Pontefract Mar2?2 Moxon & Barker, Pontefract 

GRAHAM, JOHN AvGUSTINE, Colwyn Bay, Denby Mar 10 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 

GREEN, Levis, Deal, Kent Mari3 Brown & Brown, Deal 

HARRISON, Sir FREDERICK, Beech Hill, Berks Mari5 Blake & Co, Serjeants’ Inn 

Hecnt, ANNE ISABELLA, Broadway, Worcestershire Mar 25 Bircham & Co, Parlia- 
ment st 

HIGGINSON, EMILY, Wolstanton, Staffs Feb’%8 Hollinshead, Tunstall 

HIGHAMS, MaRY, Little Stanmore, Middix Mariz Durrant & Co, Gracechurch st 

HUMPHREYS, MARY ELSON, Loftusrd, Shepherd's Bush Mar25 Ellis & Co, College 
ill 


Stewart, Newcastle upon Tyne 
r25 Bennett & Ferris, 


Mar25 Addileshaw 


b 

Hunt, WILLIAM JoHN ALBERT, Tarquah, Gold Coast, Miner Mar26 Jenkin & (Co, 
Redruth 

Jonus, DANIEL, Frith st,Soho Maril Fielder & Co, Raym nd bidgs, Gray’s inn 

KELSALL, GEORGE, Longsight, Manchester, Musician Mar 31 Preston & Smith, Man- 
ehester 

Lacy, MARIA, West Bridgford, Notts Mar25 Eking & Co, Nottingham 

LORD, HARRIET ANB, Beverley, Yorks Mari3 Williamson, Hull 

MAINWARING, WILLIAM, Sandbach, Cheshire, Cabinet Maker Mar 15 
bach 

MITCHELL, JonN, Crediton, Devon Mari9 Dryden, Crediton 

MURRAY, WILLIAM JAMES, Cheltenham, Commission Agent Mari2 Heath & Eckert 
all, Cheltenham 

NEATH, Dr CHARLES Pritt WETHERELL, London rd, Forest Hill Mar 20 GuilJaume & 
Sons, Sal sbary °q 

NICHOLSON, Lucas, Fleetwood, Lancs, Auctioneer Mar 20 Finch & Co, Blackpcol 

PEMBERTON, Capt FRANCIS Percy CAMPBELL, Cambridge Mar 16 Broughton & (Co, 
Gt Marlborough st 

PEMBERTON, Maj Gen ROBERT CHARLES BOILEAU, CB, CSI, Cresswell gdns, South Ken 
sington Mar25 Arnould & Son, New ct 

SHELTON, SAM, Mansfield, Nottingham, Factory Hand Mari6 Alcock, Mansfield 

SMART, GEORGE HENRY. Wells st, Oxford st Mari5 Sayle & Co, Queen Victoria et 

SNOW, NICHOLAS, Oare, Somerset Mar9 Crosse & Co, South Moulton 

SPURGEON, MARY Louisa, Bournemouth Mar 15 Turner, Bournemouth 

STRINGER, EDGAR Linpsay, Courtfield gdns South Kensington Mar 16 
Co, Old Jewry chn bre 

SYKES,' ABRAHAM, Kirkheaton nr Huddersfield, Engine Tenter 
Huddersfield 

THOMAS, ALMA CYRIL, The Queen's Royal West Surrey Regiment, forthwith to Cosme 
& Co. Finsbury pymt House 

WHALS, Henry H OMAN, Thames Ditton, Surrey Mar 25 

WILLeTT, ELLEN Louisa, Dennets rd, New cross 
well 

WILLIAMS, FRANCIS, Birkdale, Lancs, Consulting Accountant Mar 31 
Manchester 

eae ~ —_ JOSIAN, sen, Ponders End, Middix Mar 22 Barrett & 
iall st 

Woop, HENRY, Moseley, Worcester, Grocer Mari13 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 

WrLgs, THOMAs, Melbourne, Derby Mar 25 Eking & Co, Nettingham 


Stringer, Sand- 


Gresham & 


Mar 13 Jackson 


Laytons, Budge row 
Mar8 Marsdon, Church st, Camber 


Milne & Co 


fon Leaden- 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Feb. 16. 


APPLETON, WILLIAM LapisH, York Mar 30 Shaftoe & Son, York 

BAKER, ARABELLA ELIZABETH, Pangbourne, Berks Mari6 Keith, Norwich 

UAMPBELL, Maj Gen Sir Joun WILLLAY, Bt, CB, Patcham, Sussex Mar 31 Gibson & Co, 
Portugal st bidgs, Lincoln's inn 

CHALLIS, Lucr, St Ervans rd, North K Mar 18 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

CLARK, JOHN HENRY, Market Harborough, Leleester Mar 20 Nicholson & Lialey 
Market Harborough 

COLLINS, Janz, Washington, Durham Mar 31 Brown & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

CRAWLEY, Maj Evstacs, T! , Norwich Mar 25 Ingram, Clement's inn, Strand 

bE ay = Baroone MARIE LOUISE MeLizer, Paris Mar 27 Paines & Co, % 

elen's p 
Dvrr, CHARLES Peter, Peckham Apri] 30 Urry, Shrewsbury 
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iS. Bomowpeox, Emma, likley Mari6 Denison, Leeds | BRapsHaw, Jouy, Cheetham, Manchester, Printworks Manager Mir 20 Sale & Co, 
ppemshinie Saas, Cat Boemane Spee, (VD), Mariborough rd, Barrister at law Mar 21 Young | Manchester 


hardson 
i-street, 


rch 15 


Joyce 


& M 
BLTOS, bev Wriitam Hewry, Battle,Sussex Mari3 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns | 
EverLsY, HENRY Janes, Aldershot, Coal Merchant Feb 23 Hollest & Co, Ald rshot 
et — JouN, Ilford, Essex, Gas Engineer Maré Kiaz & Fraackeiss, 


@uze”, Marion. Norwich Mari6 Goodchi'd, Norwich 

, HARRY REYNOLDS, Manchester Mari2 Livyd & Davies, Manchester 
Happos, Sana, Walsal) April 19 Enoch & Co 
Hagar, HARRIET PAMELA, Salisbury, Wilte Maré Dixon & Mason, Pewsey 
Herworts, ARTHUR, Whitley Biy Mari5 Kent, Newcastle on Tyre 
Brrcniss, Jouy Percy, Polworthrd, Streatham Marlé Nickinson & Co, Bedford sq 
HOLLIDAY, Jeus ToRDiFy, Holme Cultram, Cumberland Mar 11 Hetherington, 


Horsizy, (HomMAs DOTCHIN, Cullercoats, Northumberland, Engineer Mar16 Johnson, 
North Shields 


Kay, THOMAS, Pendleton, Salford, Pork Butcher Mari3 Hislop & Sons, Manchester 

Kersa'L, RopERT, Pursilem Mar 22 Tomkinson & Co, Burslem 

Keur, Dr Epwin WRIGLEY. Holme on Spalding Moor, Yorss, LRCP Maré Burland & 
MaeTurk, South Cave, East Yorks 

Enssenests. Lieut-Col CHARLES, Fyfield Grange, nr Andover Mar 16 Lamb & Sn, 
Andover 

Leach, FREDERICK, Bushey, Herts Mar 26 Gery & Brooks, Old Cavendish st 

lgspon, Penry Bruce, Chipstead, Surrey Mar 8 Hil's & Co, Queen Anne's gate, 
Westminster 


Carrer, ELtza ANNETT#, Ulvard, Puatysy Mir3t Allward, Gray's inn 8q 

Cirrer, Letitia, Ulva rd, Putoey Mar 31 Al ward, Grays ian sq 

CHapMmaN, Jaoos, Hastings Mir2) Acots, Grasmere av, Acton 

CH\PP&LL, SUSANNAU, Che!msfor!, Rsssx Mir22 Sandom & (o, Gracec'varc) st 

Caesney, JosePH BENJAMIN, Southwick, Sussex Mar 25 Walmsley & Stansbury, 
Strand 

CHOLMONDELEY, Capt CHARLES ALWERIC Joayx, Border Regiment (killed in action 
Mar31 Williams & Janes, Norfolk ‘touse Thames Embinkme.tt 

Cook, Margy ANN, K ocswinfor!,8 affs Mort Claloe, Brieriey Mia 

DAKIN, WILLIAM HoWARrD, Norwic: Aorill Cozens-Hardy & Jowson, Noi wich 

EDMONDS, WILLIAM, Colyton, Davon Aorll7 Field & C>, Liacoin's inn fie'ds 

Evans, EpWAR&D, Dadley, W rcest r, Mar 10 Cooksey & Co, Old H Il, Stuffs 

Grecory, Epwarp HENRY, Roath, Cardiff, Master Mariner Mar3i Howell, Cariiff 

Groom SARAH ELIZABETH Stanbhorpe rd, Streatham April 20 Aulrew & Co 
Great James s 

Hawer, JosepH, Halifax, Electrical Kngineer April 2 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Harris, Joy, Burbage ri, Herae Hill, Licensed Victualler Mar25 Barns & Co 
Walworth rd 

HIGGINBOTTOM, JosEPu, Chiswick, Electrical Eagineer Mar 25 Wilkins, Markham 
House, King's r!, Chelsea 

How.err, Joun Goprary, Norwich, Boot Minufacturer April 1 Cozens-Hardy & 
Jewaon, Norwich 

JENKINS, WILLIAM JosEPH, Woodside-green, South Norwood Mar 13 Peard & Sons 
Croydon 


JOHNsTON, MARY ELLEN, Bayswater ter Mar 25 Beam’s) & Co, Line >la’s inn flelds 
JoNES, MARGARET, Mount Park rd, Ealing Mar 19 Cooper, Frederick's p! 
KELSALL, Epwin DuDLEY, Burslem Feb 27 Eliis, Tavstall 


Mitts, JouN, Southwater, Ho-sham, Farmer Maré Coole & Haddock Horsham 
MomTaNAno, Col ARTHUR ForsES,C.B. Feb Longton & Passmore, Paper bidgs 
NiGHTINGARL, MARY ANNE, Sleaford, Lincoln Mir27 Peak & “o, Sleaford 
Paine, GLonIA SARAH TERRY, Folkestompe Mar25 Gray, (helmsford KELSALL, EDWIN STANWAY, Burslem, Colour Manufacturer Feb?7 Ellis, Tunstall 
PEMBERTON, JAMES WALTER, Ashton underLyne Mari3 Lees, Ashton under Lyne LITTLETON, ALFRED Henry, Lancasier st Mar 19 Adams & Adams Clement 8 inn 
ISABELLA GEORGINA LORT, Stroud, Glos Mar 12 Stokes & Stokes, LOADER, Grones, Brighton MarS Miller & Smiths, Saltera Hall ct 

James Tenby 2 NICHOLSON, THOMAS WooOALL, Halifax Marl Boocock & Son, Halifax — 
Rawines, LAVINIA, Bromham, Wilts Mar 20 Wansbroughs & Co, Bristol PHILLIPS, JAMES. Marsham st, Westminster, Greengrocer Mar 20 Yeilding & Co, 
Roszgatsox, ANDREW, York, Cattle Dealer April 17 Cro nbie & Sons, York Vincent sq, Westminster 

































A a Ae NL Ra ey mae 


orfield Ropers, GkorcE, Wentworth, nr Rotherham Marl5 Mar-h & Son, Rotherham SAINSBURY, EDWARD, Sutton Court ri, Chiswick Mair 25 EF & H Landon, New 
Ross, Gkorox, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyne, Plumber Mar 13 Whitworth, Ashton Broad st 
: under Lyne SHARP, MARGARET ANN, Mirfiel! Mar $1 Wilson & Topham, M rfield , 
incola’s Bomiamp, CHARLOTTE Acoust, Bournemouth Mar 25 Robinson & Barrett, Stone SLIGO, the Must Hon. CATHARINE HENRIETTA, Marchiouces of, Ecclestonsq Fe b 
bidgs, Linco!n's ina Trower & Co, New sq, Lincola's inn ’ 
wd SALISBURY, JosePH, Chelteoham, Tailor Maré Steel & Co, Cheltenham SMEDLEY, Ropert Newron, Bewdley, Worcester April 2 Makinson & Co, M- 
sate SHERIFF, STEPHEN, South Shields Mar 13 Scott, South Shields chester 


n, West Smrsos, CHARLES Huwry, Bath Margi Sutt eworth @ Dallas, Preston SMETHURST, CHARLES, Pendleton, Lancs Mar 31 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
SrvaRT, Maj Gem WILLIAM JaMEs, Oakley st, Chelsea Marl6 Cope & Co, Quen SMITH, ART ‘UR EDWARD, Brockley, Kent, Export Packer Mar 27 Jones, Spital sq 
Anne,s chmbra, Westminster SOLOMON, ADELAID®, Seville, Salnt Aan, Jamaica Mar 31 Atkinson. Finsbury -. 
Temple TaoMPsoN GEORGE RODIR, Ascot, Berks Mar20 Wyatt & Co, St. Stephen's House 3PEECHLEY, ELIZA ETH, Eston, Yorks Mar3l Jackson & Jackson, Middlesbroug 


¥ Westminster SuTTex, JANE, Torquiy Mar 16 Wainwright & Co, Church ct, Clement's In 
pe & Co, Wiliams, THOMAS ALBERT, Bath April3 Pearce & Nicholls, Clements inn [ALBOT, Hon CHARLES JOHN ALTON CHETWEND N ew Cavendish st, Portmansq Mar 31 
Yao, Isaac BURNEY, Cadogan pl, M.D. Mar 10 Attree & Co. Ra mond bidgs, Hammond & Richards, Lincoln's inn flelds 
& Son, Gray's inn TEAGUY, MARTHA, The Grove, B'ackheath, Mar 15 Hughes & Sop, Fdgwarerd 


Youse, Joaw RIcHAR", and Francis YounG, Newcastle upon Tyne Marié Stuart, THOMAS, Henry, Hobart, Tasmania Mar 15 Snow & Co., Great St. Thoma 
Newcastle upon Tyne THOMPSON, HENRY GEORGE. Croy don Mar 26 Edricge 6 Se. Croydi n vert 
TOMMEY, ALIC&, Ayszgarth, Yorks Mar 2 Johnson, West Burton, Aysgarth 3.0., Yorks 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 19. TONGUE, KATHERINE, Teignmouth, Mar 16 Jordan & Son, Teignmouth ; 


Ferris, 


ileshaw Asetice, EDWARD PicoTT, Penarth Mar19 Rees, Cardiff : WATKIN, ANNIE EMMA, Dolgelly, Mar 25 White & Leonard, Bank bidgs, Ludgate cir 
AnwitaGe, RICHARD, Patricroft, Lanca, Printer Mar 20 March & (Co, Mavch ster W oDEwOUSE, Right Hon EpMUND Rospert, Chester sq Mar 15 Hills & Co, Queen Anne's 
Bury St BENTLEY, GERALD WILSoN, York Mar31 Kearsey & Co, Cannon st te 


ga 
Bomp, CATHERINE Kirway, Croydon Mar 31 Mott & %on, Be ‘ford row WOODALL, WILLIAM OTreER, Scarborough Mar 31 Bedwell, Scarborough 
BRADLEY, KATHARINE HakRis, Richmond, Surrey April 6 Salter & Lees, Great St Waiont, Heyry, Wallington, Surrey Mar 25 Rivers & Milne, Gracechurch st 
, Helen's Wyatt, MARIANNE, Liandudoo Mar 1 Chamberiain & Johnson, Lianiudso 
+rpoo! 








n 
, Parlia- ' Gow, James Pare, Chiswick, Draper Brentford Pet Feb! Rapporp, Frixx TimoN, Worcester, Refreshment House 


. 
Bankru ptcy Notices. pa Ord ot . oa ¢ Werfetk. F Keeper Woreescer Pet Feb 12 O.d Feb 12 
ENAC BE, FRANCIS ALLEN, Old Catton. Norfolk, Fruit OILL N tl Newcas 
ae London Gazette—TUESDAY, Feb. 16. : Grower Norwich Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 _— OR = ¥ >is. Ord ”~ - ewcastle 
College LEIGHTON, THOMAS, Wyrley, nr Walsail, Boot Repairer ao t P 
RECEIVING ORDERS. : , ’ , Pp Sootr, Tuomas Joas, Southa apton, Greengrocer South- 
Wa'sall Pet Fe: 10 Ord Feb 10 ampton Pet Feb1l Ord Feb 11 


n & Co, Boup, JosePH Pavt, Lamphey, Pembroke, Baker Pem Levy, SaRNarp, Blackfriarsrd, Merchant Southampton g¢ ’ ‘ 1 
broke Dock Pet Feb13 Crd Febi3 | Pet Jan$ Ort Feb 11 ams ~~ YT ee 
inn CuanTien, JOHN ARTHUR, Tunbridge Wella, Grocer LINFIELD, FREDERICK CaBsaR, Worthing Brighton Pet SIMON, HARRIS, Leeds, Boot dealer Leeds Pet Feb 12 


h, Man- oun ae wells ay Feb A Ng 2 Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 Orl Feb r2 
RST. est Smethwic Staffs, Greengrocer MISDALL, ERNEST GORGE, High rd, Brondesbury, Batcher . athe 
West Bromwich Pet Feb 13 Ori Feb 13 High Court Pet Keb 12 Ord eb 12 , “| TURNER, JAY, Manhattan mansions, Holloway Hig Court 
Casaz, Hensert ERNEST, Newton Abbot, Devon Exeter Mork, JOHN, Middlesbrough, Cycle Factor Middles- Pet Jan 19 Ord Fb 12 
, Sand- Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 13 brough Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 12 Wataor, H, Columb ard, Shoreditch, Manufactarer High 
Davis, EpWa®v Davip, and Isaac Ros¥NTHAL, Notting- O'Kaut, Freep, Frodsham, Chester, Grocer Warriagton Court Pet Nov1s Ord Feb 11 
ham, Auctioneers Nottingham Pet Feb 10 Ord Pet Febii Ord Feb 11 » 
12 PARKER, FREDERICN WILLIAM, Cal lwell, Winton, nr iINGS. 
Diegens, Harry, Colchester, Farmer Colchester Pet Darlington, Farmer Northallerton P.t Feb 10 Ord meee SU 
aume & Feb i3 Ord Feb 13 Feb lv BLAKR, A., Barking, Eesex Builders’ Merchant Feb 25 at 
peas, Sovtometes row, Leather Goods Dealer PARKER, JAMES ARTHUR, Staincliffe, Batley, Yorks, Grocer 11.30 Bankruptey bid baw at 








ol Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb 12 Dewsbury Pet Febli Od Febii BUDD, ALBERT H&RBERT, Middlesbrough, Grocer Feb 24 at 
& Co, Gopiar, Feanx, Barnsley,Plumber Barnsley Pet Feb 13 Pimasance, Finan, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Feb 12 11.39 Of Rec, Court chmbre, Albert rd, Middies- 
Ori Feb 18 ‘ Ord Feb 12 j brough 
ith Ken —_ - a 
eld 
a ot 


a THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
on FUND, LIMITED, 


camber: 24, MOORGATE STEHEET, LONDON, =O. 
aco ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
Leaden- LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
7 Upwards of 750 Appeals te Quarter Sessions have beem conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion im Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat o# 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
a & Co, The CGerporation also insures riske in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
y circus BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &0., under 
— a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
od KXPPhY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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CHANTLER, Jomw AnTauR, Tunbridge Wells, Groc:r Feb 
24 at 3 Off Rec, 124 Mariborough pl, Brighton 

Drx, Pur.rr, Southampton row, Leather Goods Dealer 
Feb 23 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Dixoy, Grornoe Freperick, Bromsgrove, Worcester 
Coal Merchant Feb 24 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbra 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


Goapsay, Noan, Newhall, Derby, Baker Feb 23 at 2.30 
Of Reo, 12, St Peter's Churchyard, Derby 
JOHNSON, MARGARET ADELIVE, Ferndown, Dorset Feb 25 
at 2.30 100, High st (firat floor), Poole 

Jones, Grace ELLEN, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon Feb 25 
at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

KEEVILL, DONALD Frank, and A‘THvR 
KREVILL, Bristol, Manufactaring Chemists 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin +t, Bristol 

Lereuron, Taomas, Wyriey, nr Walsall, Boot Repairer 
Feb 24 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolver- 


GoRDON 
Feb 24 


hampton 

Lewis, WILttAM Jons, Rumegate, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler, Feb 24 at 10.30 Of Kec, 684, Castle st, 
Canterbury 


LINFIELD, FagpsRick Camsan, Worthing, Feb 23 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Lip30N, HaROLp, Liverpool, Money Lender Feb 23 at 11 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale et, Liverpoo! 

LLOYD, WILLIAM BenJamtn, Bargoed, Glam, Coal Mining 
Contractor Feb 25 at 11.80 @ff Rec, St, Catherine's 
chmbrs, St. Catherine st, Pontypridd 

MISDALL, Earnest Gronos, High rd, Brondesbury, Butcher 
Feb 24at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

NEWMAN, JOSEPH CHARLES, St Paul's rd, Tottenham, 
Coal M-rehant Feh 23 at 11 14, Bedford row 


NEWMAN, WoOOLP, Sheffield, Financier Feb 23at12 Off 
Reo, Fictree In, Sheffield 

Ourver, R G, Guildford Feb 23 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

PARKER, JAMES ARTHOR, Staincliffe, Batley, Grocer Feb 


24 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank ehmbrs, Corpor:tion st, 
Dewsbury 

Repos, AxtHuR, Corse Lawn, ar Tewkesbury, Carrier 
Peb 25 at 11,15 County Court bider, Cheltenham 

Scorr, Taomas JouN, Southampton, Greengrocer Feb 23 
ati2 Of Rec, Midiand Bank ehmbra, fligh at, S.uth- 
ampton 

BtaMMeEns, Geonog, The'ford, Norfolk, Coal 
Feb 24atl1 Off tec, 8, King st, Norwich 

TURNER, JAY, Manhattan mans, Holloway Feb 25 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Merchant 


WHITE, CHARL¥S, Dewsbury, Baker Feb 25 at 11 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Wrient, i, Columbia rd, Shoreditch, Manufacturer Feb 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Buiissett, Exwest WitttaM, Acomb, Yorks, Market 
Gardener York Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Bond, JoserH Part, Lamphey, Pembroke Baker Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 18 

CHANTLER, JOHN ARTHUR, Tunbridge Welle, Grocer 
b iige Wells, Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 11 

Cooper, ERNEST, West Smethwick, Staffs Greengrocer 


25 at iz 


run- 


West Bromwich Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 13 
Crasee, HERBERT ERNEST, Newtou Abbot, Exe er 
Pet Febi2 Ord Feb 12 
Diecons, Harry, Colchester, Farmer Colchester Pet 
Feb 13 Ord Feb 18 
Eyre, ARTHUR NEVILLE, Evelyn mans, Victor's High 
Court Pet Dec2 Ord Feb 12 
Gasoorns, Harry, Leytonstone, Essex, Grocer High 
Cmrt Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 12 


Gor. <y, FRan«, Barosley, Plumber Barcsley Pet Feb !3 


Ord Feb 13 


GOLDBERG, BARNET, Hatton gdns High Court Pet Jan 
12 Ord Feb 12 
Gow, JAMES Pats, High rd, Chiswick, Draper Brentford 


Pet Febil Ord Feb 11 
GREENACRE, FRANCIS ALLEN, Old Catton. Norfolk, Fruit 
Grower Norwich Pet Feb13 Ori Feb 13 


Ksront, Faanx Louis WILtLtaM, Tulse hil, Motor 
Garage Proprietor High VUourt Pet Dec 22 Ord 
Feb 13 


Latonton, THomas, Wyriey. nr Walsall, Boot Repairer 
Walsall Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 10 

MISDALL, ERNEST Groner, High rd. Brondesbury, Butcher 
High Court Pet Febi2 Ord Feb 12 

OKELL, FRED, Frodsham, Chester, Grocer Warrington 
Pet Febil Ord Feb il 


PARKER, FREDERICK WILLLIAM, Caldwell, Winston, nr 


Darlington, Farmer Northallerton Pet Feb 10 Ord 
red 10 

PARKER, JAMES ARTHUR, Staincliffe, Batley, Grocer 
Dewsbury Pet Febil (rd Feb 11 

PLEASANOCE, Finmay, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Feb 12 


Ord Feb 12 
RADFORD, FRANK TIMON, Worcester, Refreshment House 
Keeper Worcester Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 


Scott, THOMAS JOHN, Sonthampton, Greengrocer South- 
ampton Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 11 

Simon, HARRIS, Leeds, Boot Dealer Leeds Pet Feb 12 
Ord Feb 12 

Witson, ALFRED EDWARD, Parkstone, Dorset, Builder 


Poole Pet Jan 7 Ord Feb 11 
Wricut, Henne Ricnarp, Columbia rd, Shoreditch, 
Manufacturer High Ceurt Pet Nov13 Ord Feb 18 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMSON, CLAUDE ALGERNON, Bridlington, 
Engineer Scarborough Pet Jan25 Ord Feb 17 

Bishor, HORACE ALFRED, Lowestoft, General Shopkeeper 
Great Yermouth Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Brows, ERNgstT CLEMENCE, Coggeshall, Essex, Seed 
Grower Chelmsford Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 17 

Baowss, Hon ANtHoNY, Camberwell gy High Court 


Motor 


Lslcester Pet 
Pet Feb 16 


CLARKE, Percy, Leicester, Bootmaker 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
FLETT, Ronson, Sanderland 
Ord Feb 16 

Forp, Joun WitttaM, Pensford, Somerset, Baker 
Pet Feb 6 Ord Feb 15 
GANSTOROWSKI, ANTHONY, 


Sunderland 
Wells 


Tottenham, Tvbaeconis 


E'monton Pet Jan25 Ord Feb 15 

Grooms, WALTER, Lewisham High rd H’gh Court Pet 
Dec 7 Ord Feb 12 

HARPER, Horace, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Butchor 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 1 Ord F bi7 


HARRISON, SAMUEL WILLIAM, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Contractor Birmingham Pet April 23 Ord Feb 17 

HarTer, W J C, Grangetown, Cardiff, General Draper 
Cardiff? Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 16 

Hooke, FRANK, Junction rd, Upper Holloway, Baker 


High Court Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 
HuTcatnsos, ROBERT ARTHUR, Wigan, Confectioner 
Wigan Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 


JACKMAN, ALFRED BUTTERWORTH, Harpurhey, Manches- 
ter, Bookbinder Manchester Pet Feb 17 Ord 
Feb 17 

Levy, M, Paper st, Mantle Manufacturer 
Pet Jan6 Ord Feb 17 

NARINSKY, ISRAEL, Faller st, Bethnal Green rd, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet Febi5 Ord Feb 15 

Nixoy, Harotp Eaugst (iwynne. Cosby, Leicester 
Clothier Leicester Pet Feb 15 Ord Jan 15 

Pats, Ett Joszpn, jun, Birmingham, Painter, Birming- 
ham Pet Febi5 Ord Feb 15 

PARFitT, Grorce I T, Keynsham, nr Bristol, Consulting 
Electrical Engineer Bristol Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 17 

Potrer, LEONARD Levi. Hawford, Worce ter, Farmer 
Worcester Pot Jan20 Ord Feb 14 

REYNOLDS, FLORENCE JANE, St 'chford, Birmingham 
Court of Appeil Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov i2 

SANDGROUND, MaAvRICcg, Wardourst High Court Pet 
July 28 Ord Feb 11 

SCHOLEFIELD, J. KE, F BotrromMiey, and HU 
Bowling. Bradford, T.mber Merchants 
Jan29 Ord Feb 17 

SHaw, HrmaM, Sheffield, Fruiterer Sheffield Pet Feb 16 
Ord Feb 16 

SURRIDGR, ExwEsT #, Coggesh.!!. Easex, Solicitor Chelms- 
ford Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 17 

WILLE, PAUL EpMUND, Flint st, Walworth 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 15 


High Court 


BOTTOMLEY, 
Bradford Pet 


High Court 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Feb 12: 


BLAKE, ARTHUR JOHN FRANCIS, Barking, Essex, Ruilders, 
Merchant Chelmsford Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 10 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BICKERTON, JAMES, Kidderm'‘nster, Grocer 
Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

BonD, JosErPH PAUL, Lamphey, Pemb-oke, Baker Feb 
26 at 12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

BROWNE, Hon ANTHONY, Camberwell gr 
at 1 Benkruptcy bidgs, Corey st 

CLARKE, PERCY, Le ce:ter Bootmaker 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Feb 26 at 3 


Mr il 
Feb 26 at 3 Off 


Diacons, HARRY, Colchester, Essex, Farmer Mar 8 at 
2.30 Off Kec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
GODLERY, FRANK, Barusley, Plumber, Feb 26 at 10.30 


Off Rec, County Court 
entrance), Barnsley 
GREENACRE, FRANCIS ALLEN, Old Catton, Norfo'k, Fruit 
Grower Marlat 1°.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

GRoome, WALTER, Lewisham High rd, Mar 2at 11 
Jankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARRISON, WILLIAM, West Derby, Liverpool Cowkeeper, 
Mar 2 at 11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Hook®, Frank, Junction rd, Upper Holloway, Baker, 
Marlati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LeVY, BARNARD, Blackfriars rd, Meschant Mari at 12 


Hall, Regentst (E:stgate 


Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, Hi,h st, South- 
ampton 
Levy, M, Paper st, Mantle Manufacturer Mar 2 at 12 


Bankruptev bidgs, Carey st 
MAYES, CHARLES HARRIS, Tempsf rd, Beds, Commission 
Agent Feb262t12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northamp- 


toa 

Muir, JoHN, Middlesbrough, Cycle Factor Feb 26 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

NARINSKY, ISRABL, Foiler st, Bethnal Green rd, Cabinet 
Maker Mar 1 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Nixon, HAROLD ERNEST GWYNNE, Cosby, Leicester, 
Clothier Feb 26 at 3.30 Off Rec, 1 Berridge st, 
Leicester 

O' KELL, Frep, Frodsham, Cheshire, Grocer Feb 26 at 8 
O.1 Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

PARKB#R, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Caldwell, Winsten, nr 
Darlington, Farmer Feb 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court 
ehmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

PLEASANCB, FIRMAN, Leeds, Butcher 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

RRYKE, MARY, Braintree, Essex Feb 26 at 11 
row 

RADFORD, FRANK TIMON, Worcester, Refreshment House 
Keeper Feb 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, 
Worcester 

SADLER, PRISCILLA, Monkseaton, Northumberland Mar 
Sat ll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

SANDGROUND, MAURICE, Wardour st Mar 8ati2 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Simon, HARRIS, Leeds, Boot Dealer, Mar 1 at 11 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

THOMAS, GLYN, Swansea, Accountant Mar 2 at 11 Off 
Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

WILD, LIonRL, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer Feb 27 
atll Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


Mar 1 at; 11.30 Off 


14, Bedford 


Off Rec, 


Amended Notice substituted for that published In 
‘ the London Gavette of Feb 12: 

WEAver, Joux, Worcester, Watch Repairer Feb 96 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 


ADIUDICATIONS. 
BIsHoP, HORACE ALFRED, Lowesteft, Gereral Shopkeeper 
Great Yarmouth Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
CARTWRIGHT, STANLEY BELTON, Sydenham rd, Svden 
Fancy Draper Greenwich Pet FebS Ord Feb 16 
CLARKE, Percy, Leicester, Bootmaker Leicester Pet 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
DAVI¥S. CHARLES Jonny, Fleetwood, Lancs, Fi h Merchant 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dec 9 Ord Feb 16 
DICKSTAIN, Prvcus, Southampton row, Leather Goods 
Taler High Ceurt Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb 17 
FLETT. PRossox, Sunderland Sunderland Pet Febig 
Ord Feb 16 
GRIFFITHS, EVAN, King’s rd, Chelses, Draper High Court 
Pet Feb ® Ord¥Feb 15 
HARRISON, WILLIAM, West Derby, Liverpool, Cow keeper 
Liverpool Pet “eb9 Ord Feb 17 
HooK®. FRANK, Junction rd, Unoer Hol!oway, Baker 
High Court Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 
HUTCHINSON. Ropert ARHTUR. Wigan, Confectioner 
Wigan Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 
JACKMA®, ALFRED BuTTeRWwORTH, Harpuvhey. Man 
chester, Bookbinder Manchester Pet Feb 17 On 
feb 17 
Murr. JOHN, Middlesbrough, Cycle Factor Middlesb ough 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 16 
NARINSKY, ISRARL Fuller st, Be*hns! Green vr? Cobinet 
Maker Hich Court Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 16 
NEWMAN, JosEPH CHARLES, Tottenham, Coal Merchant 
Edmonton Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 17 : 
Nixon, HARoLp Eryvest Gwynne. Leler ster, 
Clothier Leicester Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 
PAIN, ELI JosEpn, fun, Rirmingham Painter, Birmingham 
Pet Feb 1h Ord Feb 15 
SHAW, HtriM, Sheffield, Fru'terer Sheffield Pet Feb 6 
Ord Feb 16 
THOMAS, GLYN Swansea, Accountant Swansea Pet Jam 
2' Ord Feb 16 
WILLE, EpmuND Pant. Flint st, Walworth High Court 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 17 
Amended Notice, substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Vebruary 12: 
BATES, ALFRED CHARLES CosH¥R, Fleet st, Advertising 
Agent High Court Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 


—, 


THE NATIONAL HOSPITA 


re £ 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC; 
QUEEN SQUARE, BI.OOMSBURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Th desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
po the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


Coshy, 




















INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


The orphans of persons once in prosperity are clot 
maintained and educated from the EARLIEST AGE \ 
fifteen years old. 

In consequence of the war, it has been decided that 
the Anniversary Dinner, which was to have been held ia 
February, will not take place. THE COMM! 
THEREFORE, EARNESTLY APPEAL FOR F 
to mske up for the very serious loss to the Institutiea 
from this and other causes. 

Forms of nomination can be obtained from the Secretary 

Comme. Harry C. Martin, BR.N., Secy. & Supt. 
Offices: 63, Ludgate Hill E.Cc, 








Solicitors’ Brief Bags 


From 7/6 EACH. 
lHastrated Liat Free on application: . 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 





WILLTE, Pau Epmvnp, Flint st, Walworth Mar 3 at 





Pet Jan28 Ord Feb 16 


11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


191 & 192, PLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
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